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SECTION I. The OQneſtiun ſtated, and the ca: 
pital Difference between the two Parties, the Prelutiſis 
and I'rechyterians. pointed at. 


Avins undertaken to Examine the Divine In- 


of many Congregations, or Engliſh Ep:ſoepucy, 
by Scripture ; two Things muit be done be- 


fore we go any farther, Firſt, We mult conſider what 
are the Things about which there is no Controverſie be- 


tween the two Parties, the Prelati(is and Presbyterians, 


And then whit is the Preciſe Poire in which the chief awd 
principal Difference lieth As to the firit of theſe, both 
Parties grant, ; 

(It, ) That the Epiſcopal Office in the Church is an A 
paſtolical or Divine Inſtitution This is what no Chriſti- 
an can deny, ſeeing it is ſo exprelly faid, 7 ake heed there- 
fore unto your ſelves, and to all the Flock, oder the wich the 


HOLY GHOST bath made you Biſhops. And if A: 


Min deſire the Office of A Biſhop, He de inet A Good TJ 
As. Gam 


Mork. 


ſtitution of Zſbops having Churches couſiging 


— — 
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2.) That a Biſhop is a Paſtor whoſe Flock is 3 
Company or Society of Chriſtian People, or a Church. 
Thus Cyprian, Eccleſia eff Plebs Sacerdoti adunata, & Pa- 
figri ſno C rex adhærent. That is, A Church is a People 
umted coits Prieſt, and a Flock àdhearing to its Paſtor, 
to wit, the Biſhop « 

( 3. ) That every Church ſhould have A Biſhop 
one at leaſt, if not many, as the Church of Epheſus and 
Philigpi, in che Apoſtolical Times. Perhaps the Prelariſt ; 
will Allo but one Biſhop to Each Particular Church 
(at leaſt this is their practice) notwithſtanding of Scrip- 
ture warrant to the contrary, But that will make but 
one of the ſmalleſt Articles belonging to this Controver- 
fie. If one Bifhop be allowed to cyery Church, J be- 
Neve the Prebyters.2n; will not much complain, Says [gra 
tins, One Altar to every Church, and once Biſhop, with the 
Prebytery, and Deacons, &c. 

. £4.) That as every Church ſhould have A Biſhop, fo 
a particular Church is a Biſhop's whole Flock, and his 
Jariſdiction doth not reach beyond it. If it be ſaid One 
| Biſhop to every Church, it muſt alſo be ſaid, Que Church 
to every Biſhop, A Chriſtian Biſhop can pretend to no 
more than a particular Church as his Charge, that is the 
thing which is committed to his Care, and all the Merm- 
bers of it are under his Epiſcopal Jurisdiction. in 2 
word, his Flock is a Charch. . 

(5 = That a particular Church, and an Epiſcopal 

Dioceſe are Equivalent Terms, or ſignify one and the ſame 
thing, A Church is an Epiſcopal Dioceſe, and an Epiſco- 

pal Dioce ſe is a Church. Thus Biſhop Stillingfleet againit 
Separat. p. f we look over the ancient Canaus o/ 
the Chur ch, Ie ſhall find imo things very plain in the m, ficſt 

that the notion of a Church was the ſame with that of 4 Di- 
prefe, or ſuch a. Number of Chriſtians as were under the in- 
ſection of a Hiob. The word Dioceſe is not to be found 
in Scripture, but the thing that is underſtood thereby, is 
expreſſed therein by Church, Thas the Church of Jer uſa- 
lem, is the ſame ay the Dioceſe of Feruſalem; The Church 
of Antioch, is the Diveeſe of Antioch; The Church of Co- 
rjuth, the Dioceſe of Corinth; and the Chu of LO, 


m = 


the Dioceſe of Laodices. Theſe things will be eafily con 
5 to on all hands, and there will be but very 
ittle Controverſy about Them. Now in the Next 
place | ore: 
g W. come to Conſider the Preciſe Point in Which the 
Principal Difference lieth, And for Clearing this, we need 
not, and ſhall not run tothe Writings of the Divines of 
either Party, who have handled this Controverſy. The 
Form, Conſtitution, or Practice of both Churches, the 
Epiſcopal, and Presbyterian, is netorioully known, and ob- 
vious to the V iew ef all the World. 
On the one ſide, the Prel1tiſts have their Biſbops, their 


Churches or Dioceſes and one Biſhop to every Church, 


And on the other hand the Presbyrerians have alſo their 
Biſhops ( thongh Commonly they go Not under That 
Name) and their Churches or Dioceſes, and alſo One 
Eiſhop to Every Church, and Sometimes Two, though 
rarely. But here is the Difference that among the Pres- 
byter:ans, Bilhops are meerſy Parochiul, and a Church, 
which they make a Bifhop s Dioceſe or Flock, Conſiſts of 
one Congregation only; whereas amongſt the Prelat:ſts 


the Biſhops are not Conpregitional, but a Church, Wich 


they make a Biſhop's Dioceſe or Flock, conſiſts of many 
Hundreds or Scores of Congregations, And every 
one of theſe Congregations has a Particular Paſtor of 
its own, called Presbyter, and theſe are Subpaſtors on- 
ly, Subordinate to the Biſhop, who is the Supream Pa- 


tour of the Church conliſting ot all theſe Congregati- | 


ons. | 
Moreover in Exglanu, the Biſhops do not Govern their 
Churches Communi P resbyterorum Concilio, by the Com- 


mon Council of Presbyters, but by a Secular Court, a 


Chancellor, Subchancellor, and other Officials; But 


this h ing Notoriovſly Contrary to SCRIPTURE, and 
whole Current of Antiquity for many Ages, and owned 
foto be, We need not put our felves to the Trouble ta 
tay Much about it. „ 3 

lt is Evident then that the Preciſe Point on which the 
Hinge of this Controverſy Turneth, is the Nature, Con- 
ſtitution, or Form ora Church to wit, Whither a Church 
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ſhould conſiſt of one Congregation only, or of many Hun: 

dred Congregations, And that is, ( icting. Dioce/e and 
Church are one thing ) whither an Fpilcopal Dioceſe ſhould 
conſiſt of One or Many Hondreds of Congregations, 

The Pre;byterians pretend That an Epi ſcopal Dioceſe | 
\ſthould canfiit of one Cengregation only; but D:oce/e; | 
or Churches in England Comprehend Hundreds of Con- | 
gregations, witneſs the 580 of Lincola, in which there 
are Eleven hundred Pariſhes. 9 17 5 


0 
— *— — 


SECTION II. The Method of com;iig to the Deciſion 
of this Controverfie laid dowy, and the ſeneral Places 
of the New Teſtament, in which the word Church 18 | 
to be fund, vange into fix Claſſes, 
HE ſafe and the clear way to come to a Reſolution | 
of this Cale. is to go to the Fountain, and have Re- | 
courſe to the Original Inſtitution, ro Conſider in what ſenſe 18 
| Church is taken in the Word of God; whither it ügnify- 
| eth a Worſhipping Church, a $octety of Christians | 


n . r — Wr * ve 


| which uſed to Aſſemble in one place, for Hearing, Com- _ | 
| municating, and Acts of Diſcipline, that is a Congregatt- | 


on: Or whither it fignity eth a Society or Company of 
Chriſtians diltributed into Many hundreds of GCongrega- 
tions, and united among themielves, no other way, but by 
their being ſubject to the Government, or under the Jarii- 
diction of one General or Common Biſhop. SEP | 
And if it cannot be made appear by Scripture, that |} 
Church therein fignifyeth a Society or Body of Chriſti- 
ans conſiſting of foine hundreds of Congrepations united 
under the Government of a Biſhop, then it will be Noto- 
riouſly Evident, That what they call Churches or Dioceſes 
in Engl ind, are of Humane Irvention and Original, and 
by clear and Neceſſary Conſequence, that what they call 
B:f5ps there, have no Divine Authority, nor Warrant 
_ from the Word of God, but are Plants which the Heavens 
by Father hath wet Planted, _ „ 
In order then to Determine this Controverſy, our | 
Work muſt be to Examine all theſe Places of Scripture, 
in which is the word Church, and to try if in any of thete | 
laces it Ggnifyeth a Society or Body of Chriſtians di - 
ſtriated iato many hundreds. of Congregations, 


Now | 


cars in about 68 places of the New Teſtament, paſſirg 


_ this Word is in the plural Number, as not to the Purpoſe 


ers in Heauely places 22 be known by rhe Church the 10. 


Wives be to their own Huub and in every thing. 


7 
. ſhould he holy ana without ble mi ſh. 1t 27. 


| . . 
Now after Search it will be found that Chinch Oc- 
by the Book of the Revelation. and all theſe Texts where 


in hand. _. Avd for our more O. der ty pr oceeding,, we ſhall 
Rank theſe paſſages where this Word is to be found, in 
to Six diſtinct Clalles. And! in the 


FIRST Class, 
We (hail put thele Texts in which Chriſt Himſelf Speaks 

of the Church, and they are Two, To wit. 

And I ſay amo thee, that thou art Peter, and upon this Math. ve 
Roch 7 wi i build my Church, and the Gates of Hell fhall 18. 
zor prevail againſt it. 

Ard it he th: all Neglect ta Hear them, Tell it unto the Math. 18 
Ch are d, and if he Neglect to hear the Churchler him be 17. | 
#7116 thee as an "Heathen Man and a Publican, 


Second * LASS. 


And God hath ſet Some in the Church, Firſt Apoſtles, * 12 
Secondarily Prophets, thirdly Teachers, 


And bath put all things under his Feet, and gave Him iet 1. 
to be Head ver all things to the Church. 4 


To the Jatent that now unto the Principalities and Pow- Epheſ 3. 


x 


Mani fald Wiſdom of God | | 


Unto Him be Glory in the Church by Chrift Jeſus, Egheſ: x 
throug-out all Ages, &c. 


For the Hutband, is the Head of the I; fe, even as Chrift del 8. 
3s the Head of the Church. 


Therefore as the Church is ſubjet to Chriſt, 7 let the e s| 


Hu hands, Love your Vives, even as Chr: alſo loved E 
the Church, a as Himſelf fer fy . Ebbel. 5. 


That He "might preſent it to Him: 41f a gloriows Church, Epbel 3 5. 
not having Spot or Vrin ble or any fach thing, but that | i 


For no Man ever yet hated his mn Fleſh, but Neuviſh- Ephel, $ | 
8 and Cher. * 15 even as the Lord the Church. 29. J 


Colo. I This is 4 great Myſtery, but 1 ſpeak of C aars/f and tb: 
24. Church. 1 3 
1 And he is the head of the body, the Church who is the bg- 


"i gimnine, the firft horn from the Dead. 
Coloſ. I. 5 re joyce IN my Swfferings for 50 and fl ap Hat 


* 
* 


which is behind of the Afﬀtitions of Chriſt in my ficſh 
for his Body's ſake which is the Church. f F 


. Third CLASS, | 

Acts 7.38. This i, He that was in the Church in the Wilderwe/; 

| wirh the Angel which {poke to him in the Mount Sinai, &c. 

Heb, 12. To the General Aſſembly aud Church of the firit born, 

23» which are written in Heaben, and to God the Judge of ll, 
and to the ſpirits of Juſt men made perfect. | 


' 

| Fauttb LAS. 

Ads 19. Some there fore C ryed one thing and ſeme ant her for the 
32. Aſſembly was Confuſed, and the more part knew not where- 
fore they were come together. , 

Acts 10. % of ye enquure auy thing concerning fther muters, 
0. it ſhall be determined in & lamſul Aſſembly. 


And when he had thus ſpoken he Diſmiſſed the Aſſem 


V. 


_. 4 2 5 Added to the Church daily [uch as 
148 ſhould be faded. | DIL LY > 

cz. And great fear came upon all the Church, and upon as 
Acts 8, 1 % 45 heard theſe things. 335 

8 And at that time there was à great perſecution againſt 
| the Church which was at Feriſalem, and they were 
3 Scattered abroad thronghout the Regions of judea and Sa- 


Acts 8. 3, Maria, except che Apoſtels. : 


| A, for Saul he made havack of the Church, entring in. 
| fo every houſe, and haling Men and Women commuting 
1 hem tg priſon. | | pts | 

mots *. "Then 4 "a of thoſe things cazne unto. the xrel the 
* Church which is in Jeruſalem, and they Jens. forth Barnes 
bas that he  ſhquld ga as far as Antioch, _ he ENG 

And when he bad found him (PA) he brought him um. 

to Aurich, and it came 16 paſs, that 4 whole year they a 


bands to de certain of the Cliurch, Acts t 


the which the Holy G hoſt hath made you Overſcert, to feed the 


8 0 5 8 . K 
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afſembled themkelves with tix e And tauabt much people 


and the Diſciples were called Chriſtians Eirft at ers 
Am abort that time Here 4 the X. ng ſtretched | forth 113 


2.1 

Peter therefore Was lebt in Priſon, C ut Prayer m was mads ARts12.9 
W:thout Fee of the Church ito Ged ſor bim, 

Now e! 2 e wee in the Church tha at Was Af Att och Ce- Acts 13.1 
tai Prophets and Teac her 5 as Barnabas and 8. imcon that 
Was ealled N ger, & C 

Ani wie ea + hey were come and had gathered the church toge- Aﬀts 14. 
ther they rehe ar ſed all 1 that Goa bad Jonewith ben, and bew 27 
br had ages ae tac Door of Faith unte oy Centiles, 

Aid bring oroug! 't on their way by the Churc hey paſſed Acts 15. 
t horom 5 be uc, id Sam. os 4 , Aect ay; mp ti; '& 0 ONT 77% ON oft the 3. 
Gentiles aud then cauſed great joy unte all the Brethren, 

And iphen they were Core to Jeruſale n,; they werte YELL? - Acts! 
edof the Church, and of the Apo les and EtQers, and they 4. 
declared all things tat Ger bad 4 dne with them. 

Then pleaſed ii!) the Apoſiles and Elders, with the whole Acts 19, 
Church, ro ſend ch 2 men of their own C oripani to Antzoch 22 
with Paul and B ar nab at, namely Judas Sirnamed- Barſabas, - 
and Silas, Chief men among the Breticren , 

Aud mhen he bad landed atC eſarla, ard gone u and ſaluted Acts 18, 
the Church, he went down to Ant FOCH 22. 


And from Miletus he ſent to Ephe us, aud called the El. 4 acts 20, 
ders of he Church 0 "1 


Tale beed therefore unto yourſelves, and to ali the Flack auer & 28 


Charch of God, which be hath pur chaſed with his awn Bladd » 
I commend unto yeu Phebe our Sifter, which id 4 Servant 
of the Church which ts at Cencliea. 


Likewiſe greet the Church thæt i in their Houſe, & "= 
Untothe Church of God which is at Corinth, to them that 1 Cor, 1. 
are ſanctiſiedin Feſus Chriſt &qc. 2 


Ir then ye haue judg CV 7 things Per Fang to thes: life Cor 6.44) ( 
Set them to judge in ho are leaſt Ejteemea in the Church. — 

Give nose offence neither to the Je, wor to the Gentile; 125 TY 
nor to the Church of Ged, 


For firſt of al when ye come together in tbe Church, 7 15 or, 1. 
De. har ther 4 pe + Diviſien UNE. 5, 18. . 
What 


( 10) 
What? have you not houſe to eat an i te drink in? or deſpiſe 
I ye the Churchef G o, and ſhame them that have nat? 
Cor. 14. Jie chat ſpe ale th in an nuknown Tongue edifieth himſelf 
| 4 but he that propheſieth, edißeth the Church. 
/ 5. I would that ye all /pake with Tongues, but rather that ye 
| Prophe ſied, for greaicr is be that propheſteth than he that 
fpeaketh with Tongacs, except he interpret, that the Church 
may receive edifying. : 
12, Fven ſoye, for as much as ye are ta of ſprritual gifts 
[eek that ye may excell to the edifying of the Church, 
Yet in the Church I had rather [peak five words with my 


OT. 11. 


28. But if there be no interpreter, let them keep Silence inthe 
Church, and let him ſpeak to him/Plf amd to God. 

| 35. Foritis aſhame for women to ſpeakin the Church. 

Cor. 16. [Aquila and Priſcilla ſalute you much in the Lord, with 

19. the Church that 75 in their Houſe, 

Cor. 11. Paul an Apoſtle of Jeſus Chriſt , by the will of God, and Ti- 

2B wethy our brother, untothe Church of God which is at Co- 

rinth, with alfthe Saints which are in all Achaia. 

Gal. 1. 13. Fer ye have beardof my C enver/ation in time paſt in the 


* 


Church of God, aud waſtedd it. 


teouſneſs which is in the Law, blumele s. 


| Col.4 15, Salnte the brethren which are at Lamtices, and Nymplas 


and the Church whieh is in his Houſe . ; 
1386. Andwhenthis Epiſtle is read amongſt you, eauſe that it be 


0 


wiſe read the Epiſtle from Laodicea. 


. 


] he take care of the Church of God. 


* 


2 relieve them that are Widows indecd. 
Philemon And o the Church in thy Houſe . 


Im. declare thy Name unto my Brethren, in the midi 


1 y £V | 
lieb 2.12, of the Church 7 will Sing Praiſe anto Thee. 
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200 underſtanding, that by my voice I might teach others alſo, 

| thay ten thouſand words in an unknown: Tenne. 

or. 14. If therefore the Whole Church be come together into one 

23. place, ard aſl ſpeak with Tongues, and there come in theſe that 
* are unlearned or unbelievers, will they not ſay that ye are mad. 


Jews Religion, how that Beyond meajure I perſecuted the 


[Phil. 3. 6. Concerning zeal perſecating the Church, touching the vi gh. 


read allo in the Church of the Laodice ans, and that ye lie. 
N Tim. 3. For if « man know not hem to rule his own houſe, how ſhall 


1 Iim. 3. If man or woman that believeth have 1: 4ows, let them 
16. relieve them, aud let not the Church be charged, that it may 


| 


—_ — * 


The gilont ams, which is in G the Father, ana the Lord 1. 1. 


text. And therefore theywho believe that ſuch CHurches wr 
believe, than they have to believe Purgatery, Mees, Iudul- 


firſt of theſe Church, ſignifieth the Church Vai ver al, 2151 


* — ————— 


(Ai) 


Is any ſick among you, let him ci! for the Ilderg af the Ium. s 14 
Church, and ler them pray over him, &c. 70 

Which have horn witneſs of thy charity betere the Church m 6 
whom if then bring forward iu their journey, after a Godly * 
fort, thou (ſhalt do well, 

Sixth CLASS, 

And, mhen they had Ordained tient: Elders, in every 
Church, aud had prayed with Fafting, they recommended 
them to the Lord, on whom they bele i ved. | 

lo hall bring you inte the Remembrance of my ways which I Cor 4. 


acts 14. 
9 | 
229 


be in Chriſt, as I teach every where in every Church. 17. | 
No Church Commmnicated with me, at concerning gl gi. Phil, 4. 
and receiving, hut ye only, I'S; 


Paul and Syluanus and Timothens unto the Church of the 1 1 heſl. 
Je ſus Chr Tis 4 | 
The Church which i at Babylon, elected together with r Pet, 3. 
en faluteth you, 8 | 13. 
I wrote unte the Church, but Dietrephes who loveth io , john 9 
hade the preeminence among them, receiveth us not. 5 | 
Neither doth he himſelf receive the Brethren, and forbid: 3 John 0 
derth thei that would, and caſteth them out of the Church | 


ee — | * 

SECTION III. The Fla es contaim d in the 1, 4, 3 and 4 

Claſſes conſidered, and found not to fa vour Dioceſe s, con- 
ſiſting of Multitudes of Congregations, 

Tlieſe now are all the Places in the New Teſtament | 

where the word Church is to be found, and it cannot 

be proven that it is taken for a Dioceſe Conſiſting of ſome | 

Hundreds of Congregations, in any one of all thele places 4 

if a perſon read over all theſe places he will find no ground 

at all to imagine that Church ſhould be taken in that jenic, 

by any ching that can be fonnd either in Text or Cen- 


I: 


22＋2＋7—ũ.Z —9i7ꝗ Db 
—_ — — 2 


B. ſhops that are ſet over ſuch Churches are of Divine appoint» 
ment, belelve it without any warrant at all from the Wort 
of God, they believe, what they have vo more ground te 


— — 
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gences, or any other popim Fictions: and this is what | ſhall 
not only aſſert. but evidently prove by coming, to particulars, 
In tde firſt Claſs then there ate two Verſes, und in the 


9 


| 
o ' | 


2 — — 


* 
0 


, — — SOT" — —— —— — 
a * 1 * * - 


Taſty . ˙ ꝛ 


* 


\FXE s 


a 
— 


— oy ee. 
* © 


- 
* 


* 


1 


evident at frſt Sight and as to the secopd, to wit, A. 18. 
17 There is no reaſon at all to ur derſtand Couch, in it, of 
a Church conſiſt ing of fame Hundreds of Congregations, 
and this is Safficient to oar purpoſe, But Morcovet, we 
have great reaſon to believe that it can be taken in no ſack 
ſenſe there, For it would be abſurd. ro imagine that out 
Saviour would direct a private perſon to complain of a pri- 
vate injury to a Church conſiſting of Handreds of Congre- 
gati ens Neither can it be underſtood how a per ſon could 
tell ſuch a thing to a Church of that kind; or for what end 
he ikonld do it, or tow a Church of that kind could redreſs 
Inch aninjary, by rebuking or inflicting cenſure, or the like, 
There is no Reaſon then to think, that bithops ſhould have 
Dioceſcs, conſiſt ing of Hundreds of Congregations, by any 
ching ſaid by our Saviour while He was here in this world, 

And as to the ſecond Clais, it is clear that in all the verſes 


contained therein, Church mult be vnderſtood of the ver- 


fail C bareh, ſo that a Church confiiting of huidreds of Con- 
gregations doth not appear 11 any of them. 

As to the third Claſs, we may pals it by, and alſo the 
Fourth ( where Kceleſta is rendred Afembly in our Tran- 
fixtion ) as containing nothing to our preſent purpoſe, _ 
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SECTION IV. The Paſſages belonging to che Firſt 
Claſs, and particularly they which relate to the Church of 
ernfalen Conſidered; and the Weak [5 of the Arguments 
which are made Uſe of to Prove that that Church Con ſiſted 
of many Caongregatiqus, or more than One, Manifeſtly Diſ- 
ce dere dl. Fg „„ 
* E come then to the Fifth Claſs, in it there axe Forty 
V and two verſes, and after tryal it will be found that 
in every one of them Church figuifyeih a Church conſiſt · 
ing of one Congregation- only, x. 


+ Webegin with the Church of Jeruſalem, and the Texts 
Hat dave relotion thereto, to wit, Aci, 2. 47. Acts 5. 11, 


As, 8. 1. and 3. Act 11. 22. and 26, Acts, 12.1. and 5. 
Atts, 15. 4. and 22. Acts, 18. 22. Galat, 1. 13. Phil. 3. 6. 
It is the Church of Jeruſalem, that is ſpoken of in theſe 
twelve verſes; but the Church of Jcruſalem conſiſted of one 
2 "mgregation oniy, and therefore Church Cannot be Unger- 
n Diloceſe conſiſting of Hundreds of e 8 

5 r. 


5 eres 
2 „eee 


(13) 

D. Mlæutice pretends that me Church of Jeruſalem was of 
the Engliſh Form, and thinks to fiad people enough for mul- 
titudes of Congregations in the 3000 Converts mentioned 
Aich. a. and the $000 more Acts, 4 4nd in the Accounts 
of the great lnertaſe of believere, here the number is not ſpe- 
cified, 2s Acts, G. l. and 7. and c 5. v. 13. Ia. in which tis 
ſaid that Belleerg were the more added to the Church, mul- 
titndes bow of Afen and Womer: Je lays that thir general 
accounts of the mult plication of believers are of great con- 

N tent, and capable to receive many Myriads: and accordingly 
ge cites ch. 21. . 20 where it is ſaid T hou ee ham many 
tharſonds teere are of Fews which believe, and in the 
Gi eck it is u. ads, that is ten thouſands, Def, Dioceſe E- 
piſc. p. 9: 10. 11, 

This is all that can be faid to prove that the Church of Fe- 
rr/alem vs of the Enꝑliſh orm, or conſiſted of Hundreds 
or Multitudes of Congregations, which amounteth to no 
more but Conjecture. And this putteth an end to the Con- 

troverſy, by thewing that Dioce/es or Churches conſiſting 
of many congregations, have no Warrant at all from the 

\ _ word of God: for if all that is here Advanced, be inſuffici- 
ent to prove that the Church of Jeruſalem conſiſted ot hun- 
dreds of Congregations, there will be no Hope of finding a 
church of the Engliſh Form any where elle in the Scriptures? | 
An:i if fo be. that it be notonly made ar pear, that all that can | 
be ſaid is inſufficient to prove that this Church of Jeruſale m | 

conprchended many Congregations, but clearly and evi- | 
l 
| 


Gently proven that it conſiſted of one Congrepation only, 
then this Controverſy will get the final ſtroke, and that 
Winch is called Epiſcopacy in Englund will be mortally 
wounded. . | ck 
ln the firſt place then we are to make it appear that all 
that can be ſaid on this head, is ineffeual to prove, that 
the church of Terw/alem was of the Engliſh forin, or con- 
filted of many Congregations; and this will be done, by 
the following Anſwers. - hrs | Fo > OW 
( Thenastothe 3000 Converts Alg, 2. it is certain 
that it can not be reckoned they were all Fixed members of 
the Chaich of Jeruſilem, in regard they were taken or ga- 
thered out of a multitude of people belonging to Fifteen dif- 4 
ferent Nations, who had come to 7erufalem, on account A Acts 2. 9. 


' 


4 
y 
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tix Pentecoſt: and therefore all that can be juſtly ſuppoſed 
rs, that the Fifreenth part, or two Hundred of theſe three 
thouſand, were inhabitants of the City, and fixed Members 
a the Church there, And tho” it hond be ſuppoſed that 
the greater part of the multitude were inhabitants of the Ci 
ty, for which there is no ground, there is no waytoknow how 
Goc ordered that plentifull Converſion, or in what propor 
tion he cauſed it to light on the City inhabitants; and there 
tore that great Addition was thereby made to the Church 
of Feruſalem is a great uncertainty. 

£2.) As to the 5000 mentioned Alis, 4. 4. | fay neither 
have we aſſurance as to them, that they were all inhabitants 
of the City, and Members of the Church therein: the Doct- 
or lays that theſe 5000 were not converted on aity of the 
three great Feſtival days, and therefore there can be no ſuch 
Pretence for great Defalcations from the Number upon the 
account of Strangers, as in the caſe of the zoo. But Jeu. 
lem was a place of publick reſort, and multitudes of ſtrang- 


ts might come to it daily on other accounts. For example, 


«hap. 5. v. 16, it is faid, There came allo a multitude out of the 
ties round about unto Jeruſalem, bringing ſick Falxs, and. 
(ben which were de ed with unclean Spirits, and they were 
bealed, &c, wherefore how many of thele 5000 were Fixer 


Members of the Chur ch of Jeruſalem ( ſeeing the Evange- 


Ii has not thought fit to inform us) is What is very un. 

certain, ( | RA 
(3) As to the other accounts of the increaſe of Believ- 

ers Atls, F. 14. And Believers were the more added to the 


Lord, Maltitudes both of men and women, Aud ch. 6. v. 7. 


Ihe ward of God increaſed, and the number of the Diſcipiss 


mult. phyed in Jerufale/n greatly, and a great company of ebe 
Preofts were obedient ts the Faith Fc, There is nothing iu 


all this but uncertainty, it is Uncertain what Numbers are 


contain'd in theſe general accounts, and uncertain how many 


of theſe Converts were fixed members of the Church of Je- 
falem; and therefore make ſlender probation of the point, 
that the Church of Jeruſalem was of the Engi Form, or 
comprehendea hundreds of Congregations. © 

(4 Astothe many ten thouſands, or myriads of Jews 


_ that belicvcd 41 21 20, James dots indeed lays T how ſceſt 
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Brother, hom many myriads of Tews there ave which believe, 
but he does not ſay, that all theſe Myriads dwelt at Jeraſa- 
iim, and were members of the Charch there, in a word, 


James is there ſpeaking of the Jews in general, not only in Je 


ruſalem, but in the Kingdom of Idea, and other Nations, 
and fays that many myriads of them had embraced the Chrt- 
ſtian Faith, Perbaps the Opinion of ſuch a great Perſon as 
Bip.Srillingfleet may be of weight here.“ The Elders, ſatth he, 
« v.18, Might either be the fixed Officers at Jeruſalem, of 
© theE1ders of the ſeveral Churches of Judea aſſembled there 
« at the Feaſt of Pentecoſt,at which Pau! came to Jeruſalem, 
** which is more probable upon the account of what we read 


4 9. 20 ofthe Many thouſand believing Fews then at Jeruſa- 


eim, who were Tealous of the Lam, who in all Probability, 
te were the believing Jewes at Juden ho did yet obſerve the 
* Annual Feltivals at Ferifalem, Ce, Ire n. p. 291. 
Or perhaps it may be ſaid that Arias i. e. Myriad 
muſt be taken in ſuch a ſence here, as its radix A riot is ta- 
ken in by Eſibi us in his Eccl. Hiſt, L. 7. C. 28. Where 


ſpeaking of the Biſhops that came to Antioch about the At- 


fair of Paulus Samoſatcnus, ſays I Hyrious te allons, c. that 
is, It would not be difficult to give account of Myriads of o- 
ther Biſhops, who together with Presbyrers and Deacons 
went thither to Antiech., about the fame Aﬀair : By Ahri- 
es Enjebins could underſtand ro other thing but a Conſtde- 
rable Number: and if James was ſpeaking of the Chriſtians 
in Jeru/ «lem, or members of the Church there, bis Myriads 
1 5 other Meaning, as will afterward Appear more 
caarly; 
Put let us deal Liberally with our F elatiſte here, and 
yeild more than it is poſſible to them to prove, let us allow 
one of the 3000 firſt Converts to the Church of Jeruſalemm, 
and four of the five "Thonfand, and let us Allow other five 
thouſand to that Church, in conſideration of the Muli itude: 
men and women, and the other Numbers which are not ſpe- 
er fied, tho' ] defy any Man to make it evidently Appear 
that That Church had ten I houſand Members belonging to 
it. However if that will not ſatisfy tet them take T wo, or 
if they pleaſe, five Thouſand more, and make the Churchof | 
Jeruſalem, to conſiſt of Fifteen thouſand perſons, Yet for all 


that 


| (15) 
| that it will not follow that it had more congregations than 
| one in it: for there are many Congregations now Which 
| conſiſt of 5500 Members and more. They ſay that the 
| Proteſtant Church of Rover in France had Five and twen- 
ty thouſand Perſons in it, and the church of Charenton or 
| Paris Fifty Thouſand, yet were both but congtegarional 
| Churches: And Mr. Banter ſays, that the Pariſh he was 
| born in bad Sixty thouſand Perſous belonging to it. All 
| that is advanced by the Doctor then comes far ſhort of prove 
| ing that the church of Jeraſale m conliſted of more congre- . 
gations than one, much more that it confilted of hundreds 
of congregations according to the Engliſh Mode. 
f it be demanded how it comes that the Apoſtles did nat 
| think of erecting two or three Churches or epiſcopal Dio- 
| ceſſes in the city of Feruſalem, ſecing it may be thought that 
it could not but be ſomething Inconvenient, for ſuch a nn- 
merous people to aſſemble together in one place, confide- 
ring the circumſtances of affairs in thoſe days? I think 
it may be anſwered, that the Spirit did not direct the Apo- 
{tles to that expedient, becauſe the Church of Jeruſalam 
was to continue in that numerous ſtate, but for a very ſhore 
time only. For immediately upon the back of theſe nume- 
rous Converſions mentioned by Leke we find the Whole 
1 members of that Church diſſipated by Perſecution,& Scare. 
| red abroad throughout the Regions of Judea & Samaria, Acts 8. 
| 1. And doubtleſs they were thus Diſperſed for this end 
that they might be the Foundation Stones as it were of ma- 
1 ny other Churches in theſe Countries. But what State the 
| Churchof Jeruſalem was in after this, we know nothing, 
| excepting that it conſiſted of one congregation only ,as will 
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; appear by the Sequel of this di courſc, but that ever it was 
I” as numerous afterward, as it was before this great Perſecu - 
| tion, is what we have no reaſon to believe. It after ail 
l there is nothing to oblige us to think that ever that Church 


was ſo Numerous that it could not be conveniently Di ſpoſed 
on into one Congregation, and conſequently have no reaſon 
to wonder that the Apoſtles did not think of Erecting more 
Churches than One in that City. 5 
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SECTION V. That the Church, or Epiſcopal Do c/e | 
of Jeruſalem conſiſted of one Congregation only, clearly 
De mon ſtrate d. | | 
Ow after having made it thus evident, that it can» 
not at all be made appear that the Church of Fe iu. 
lem Comprehended many Congregations, or even more 
than One, and that the Arguments which are advanced 
ſor this end do not Conclude; Our next work muſt be 
to prove, that that Church Actually did conſiſt of one 
Congregation only; And this I think will be done effe— 
Rually by the following Arguments. I /ay then, 
FIRST, That che Church of Jeruſalem conſiſted of 
one Congregation only, when Mirthiat was Elected Apo- 
{tle in the place of Judas, for then the Number of the 
Brethren of that Church was an Hundred and Twenty on- 
ly, Soine do indeed Pretend that the Hundred and 
twenty were the Church Officers of Jeruſale m, but that is 
a groundleſs Imagination; We have no Reaſon at all to 
think that there were any Church Officers conſtituted at 
\ Jeruſalem, before the Election of the Deacons, if there 
had been any conftitute3 there before that time, the E- 
vangeliſt had certainly given Account of it. And the 
rcalon why he did not give Account afterward How 
and When the Presbyters there were conſtituted, ap- 
pears to be this, that before they were conſtituted, he had 
left off the Hiſtory of the Chnrch of Jeruſalem, to pro- 
ſecute that of the two grand Apoſtles, Peter, and eſpe- 
cially Pal, And that the hundred and twenty were not 
Church Officers, but the Body of the People of that 
Cham ch, is Teſtifyzd by Cyprian (and the bithops with 
bim in 7ouncit ) who called them. Pebs, the com- 
mon deſignation he uſes to give to the Church or B dy of 
the People in oppoſition to the Church Officers; faith he | 
Ou undo de O-d:nando in locum judge Apaſiolo, Petrus. | 
PLEBEM loquitur, (i. e.) When Peter ſnake to the cus. 
People concerning the Ordaining an Apoſtle in the plate of Ep, 67. 
Judas, (a) And what probability is there that the - 
Church of Jeruſalem had an hundred and twenty Officers 
at the very firſt, when the whole Epiſcopal dioceſe or 
Church of Carth ige (which was far more conſiderable 
and namerous than that of ſeruſalem) had but Seren Or 
Eight Presbyteis in Cyprian 8 that is after the mid- 
1 3 * Ts dic 
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die of the third Century? And therefore we may con- 
clude that few only of the five hundred Brethren (b.) to 
whom our Saviour appeared after bis Reſurrection, were 
Nlembers cf the Chu: ch of Jeruſalem, And whatever 
Anpmentation this Church received by the Converſion of 


the three thouſand (4g. z.) it remained congregational 
ſtill, for the members thereof uſed all to Meet together in 


one place, AF. 2 44. And all that believed were toge- 
ther. And v. 46. it is ſaid, And they continuing daily with 
one accord inthe Temple, &c. | 
SECONDLY, This Church conſiſted of one Con- 
gregation only, when the Deacons were Elect. d, Acts 6, 
And this is evident, becauſe the whole Bady of the Peo- 


ple of that Church did meet together in one place for 


that Election, v. 2. The Apoſtles called together the 
To os, the multitude of the Diſciples. It will 
be Ridiculons to take the Multitude here for a part 
or Wing of the People of that Church, or one Congre- 
vation of it, For, : | 
1. The 20 „Tes properly ſignifies the Soci- 
ety, the whole Body of the People of the Church, in the 
very fame Senſe that Populus is taken, when it is ſaid 
Populus juſſit, referre ad Popalum, or the like in Roman 
Authors: Or in the ſame Senſe that Plebs is taken in, in 
the Cyprianick Monuments, &c. and that is the whole Bo- 
dy of ihe People belonging to the church, or Epiſcopal 
Dioceſe; Thus when Cyprian directs an Epiſtle, Fratri- 
bus in Plebe conſiſtentibus, it is not directed to one part 
of the People only, but to all the People of the whole 
Church or Dioceſe. And that this is the Meaning of the 
word Noe, is what may be eaſily made appear by 
Multitudes cf Examples ont of the beſt Greek Authors, 
but it wil be enough to us to Mention two or three, Thus 


. s 4 U 0 7 / 
Thncydides (lib. 5. Cap. 84.) 35 ot Hhνꝙ es per To. 


Das 8 4 N 87 E- ls * pig. That is, The 


Alel ant did not bring ( the Athenian Ambaſſadors) te the 
© Meltitude but only to the Magiſtrates, To the Multitude, 
| that is, the Common Wealth, or Body of the People. 


nP . \ : / 
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Aſuliitnde (that is the People or Commonwealth) 
was Maſter of Affairs. Thus allo Clemens in his 
Epiſtle to the Corinthians, Who among you is noble and ge- 
nerous? Who has Fomelt of Compaſjion ? I he ts full of 
Charity? Let him ſay, if on my Account there be Sedition 
and Strife, and Schiſms, I will depart and go whither you 
will have me, wn mon T% TEIGRSO EG, Iro T8 
rs. and I will ds what (hall be en joyned me bt the 
Multitude, that is, wot by one Congregation, or by a 
Squadron of the People gathered together at Random; 
but by the Body of the People of the Corinthian Clutch, 
Wherefore by Multitude here, we muſt underitans the 
Society of Chriſtians at Ferufalem, the whole Body of 
the People of the Church there, And this will be farther 
evident if we conſider, 

2, That the Deacons did not belong to one Conpregation, 
only of the Church at Jeruſalem, but were Officers of 
that whole Church, and therefore ſeeing the Dercuns were 
a common Concerninent of the whole Church there, it 
cannot rationally be ſuppoſed that the Apoiiles would af- 
ſemble a Wing of that People, or one Congregation only 
of that Church to elect them; that would have been as 
injurious to the Church of Jerxjalem, as it would have 
been to the Common-wealth of Nome, if the Tribunes 
had aſſembled one Tribe, only of the Xoman People to 
elect the Conſuls, or the like. „ 

3. If the Apoſiles had gathered only a part of the Peo- 
| ple together, or a Congregation of the Church of Jeruſa- 


em, to elect the Deacons, the Evangeliſt would have gi- 
ven Account of it ; would not have faid that the Apoſtles 
called the Multitude of the Diſciples unto the m, for that 
would have been a Falſity, but would have ſaid that the 
Apoſtles called 4 irt of the VYHAultitude unto them, or 
theſe of the Diſciples who belonged to ſuch a Cong regati- 
on of the Church of Jeruſalem, — a ——.— 
4. All this is confirmed by the Teſtimony of Cyprian, 
and a Whole Synod of African Biſhops with him, Who 
ſpeaking of this ſame Affair, ſays expretly that the Apoftles 
called together the whole People of that Church, lays be, 
Negue hoc in Fpiſcoporum tantum & Sacerdotum, ei 
Diacanarum . Obſervaſſe Apefiolos animac ver « 
Ns | | C2 . 61:28 
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timus, de quo & ipſo in Alis Forum Seriptum eſt; Et 
con voc arumt, inguit, illi auedecem totam Plebern Di ſci pu- 
ſorum. & dixerunt it, nuod utique iffireo tam diligenter et 
caute Convocata plebe tota gerebarur, ne Quit ad Alta- 
ris Min, ſterium, vl ad Suwcerdotalewm Locum indignus ob- 
reperet. That is, And this we find the Apoſtles obſerved in 
the Ordinations nar only of the B Hops and Prieſts, but alſo 
of Deacons, concerning which very thing it is written in 
their Als: Andtle Tmwelvr, ſays he, called together the 
whole Comm monaliy of the Diſciples, and ſaid to them; 
Aid this wiele Aﬀur, was thereſore ſo carefully an 

eaut ſly cone about, the whole People being called together, 
I-jt ary that is unworthy ſhould creep into the Sacerant il 
Office, or the Miniſtry of the Altar. Cyprian and the 
Biſhops in his time, knew nothing of ſuch Maxims as are 
advanced by D. Maurice, to wit, Whatever is done in 
Pick, and before a Conpregetion that is unlimited, is in 
ris Common way of ſreakine, ſaid to be done by all the 
Con mmmity, That is, what is done before one Congrega- 
tion, may in the common way of ſpeabing, be ſaid to be 
done before ail the Congregations of a whole epiſcopal 
Dioceſe. And again, ſeys be, Expreſſions of this Nature 
bave an allowed Favour of Conſtruftion among all Men, 
and when a whele City is ſaid to come together, Men un- 
der ſtand only a great multitude, without any rigorous com- 
putation what Proper tion ſuch an Aſſembly may bear to the 
whole City, Which are nothing but meer Shifts, invent- 
ed to darken plain and notot ious matter of Fact which 
cannot be made obſcure by the moſt refined and artifi- 
cia! Sophiſtry. 85 

It is evident then that the Church, the Epiſcopal Dioceſe 
cf ſeruſalem, was aſſembled in one place, and was one Con · 
gere gation When the Deacons were elected, that is to ſay, it was 
one Congregation only, a little before the great Perſecut ion 
and diſperſion mentioned in A. 8. 1. and after the Conver- 
ſion of the 5000, Ad. 4. 4. And after Lale had 
laid, Believers were the more added to the Lord, mul: 

tiruaes both of Men and Women, and again, In thoſe cays 
when the Number of the Diſciples was Multiplied,&c. The 

Church of Jeruſalem you ſee; was Congregational only, 
alter all theſe Converſions and all theſe Accounts of the 

great increaſe of Believers, ſo much Urged, Aggravated, 
and Mapnifyed by the Door, Now _ 
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Now from what has been ſaid, it is clear that there is no 
Solidity in theſe Arguments (taken from the foreſaid 
Paſſages in the A#: ) which are Ad.iuced by the D.. 
ctor to prove that the Diocele of Jeru/alem was of the 
Engliſh Form, or conſitied of Multitudes of Congregati- 
ons. What more ridiculous than to pretend to, dilpute 
that that Dioceſe or Church, was grown too Numeroxs to 
Meet all in one Place, when we have plain Hiſtory for 
it, Scripture Hiſtory, that it did actuuly meet in ons | 
Place? For my part, I cannot underitand what cud the | 
Doctor could propoſe to himſelf in ſuch Reaſonings and 11 
Diſputations, if he did not intend to per{Fade us that | 
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| 

the Evangeliſt contradicts him. | — 

THIRDLY, The Church of Jeruſale m conſiſted of | 
one Congregation only, a long time, about 17 or 16 Tears | 

after this, to wit, at the Famous Council! or Meeting | 

of the Apoſtles mentioned Af. 15. For then we find | 

the whole Afultitude, or Body of that Church, Aſſem- 

bled together in one place with the Apoſtles and | 

Elders, v. 12. Then all the Multitude kept Silence, T T3 1 

TAN Ns. | | f 

It will be ſaid here, that by all the Aluſtitude, we are 4 

not to underſtand the whole Church of Jerusalem, or 9 

Body of the Chriſtian People belonging thereto, but z 

theſe of the Pcople only who were preſent there at — 

the Time. Then all the Multitude kept Silence; ligtiüfies, — 
will they ſay, All the People who were preſent with the A 
poſtles and Elders in that Place, kept Silence, 

For clearing this it mult be conſidered, that TAnTs5 , 

or Multitude is taken in a twofold gente, | 

1. Ir ſignifyeth a great Number, or all the People 40 

who are any where preſent at the Time, thus Luke 1. 10, 1 

And the whole Multitude of the Peaple were Praying nith- || 

out at the Time of. Incenſe. That is, not all the peo» 1 

ple of the City of Jeruſalem without Exception, but | 

_ theſe of them who were there at the time, All the Inha- 

bitants of the City without Exception not being Obligcd 
to be preſent at the Temple every time that the lucenſe 
was burnt, only none were Excluded, fo that any wighs, 
come who pleaſed , Wherefore the Doctors Rule may 
take place here, that is, we may hereby Underttand 4 | [ 

great Ajembly, without {/ con Computation what Pro: 


3 port. 4 | 
— mornin. 4 
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portion ſuch a Mal:itude may bear to the whole City. 
Thus A. 21 36. The Multituae of the People Follom- 
ed after, Crying, away with him, that is not all the Inha- 
bitants of Jeraſalem, but a great Number of Perions, 
the whole Rabble of the people that had got together , 
And Tjocr ates in Panegyr, wy T; NH NS & Ol. 
* νπνππ 2s ITE AM T0GsTOV IT Meaning, that great 
Numbers of People Reſorted to Athens from all places 
of Greece, | 3 | 
2. AN Tos is taken in 2 political Senſe, that is, 
ſignifveth the Society, whether Civil or Eccleſiaſtical, 
and then it comprehendeth the whole Body of the peo- 
ple, whether of the Church or Common Wealth. In this 
Senſe it is taken in the above cited Sentences of T7 hucy- 
diae and Iſecrates, where it can ſignify no other thing 
but the Commonwealth, the whole body politick, or the 
Civil Society, And in this Senſe it muſt be taken, Acts 6, 
2. As we have made it appear already, the People being 
afſembled there, to Elect the Church Officers, which is an 
Act of a Society or Body Politick. 5 
And in this Senſe muſt the Word be taken in this place, 
which is now under our Confideration, ſeeing the 
mr, 7) e or Multituade here, was come together to 
confider of an Ecelefiaſtical Matier together with the Apo- 
ſtles and Elders. and to concur with them in making De- 
crees (Act. 15. 23, compared with Act. 16 4.) which is 
alſo an Act of a body politick or Eccleſiaſtical Society. 
By Mallitude here then We mult underſtand the Church 
of Jeruſalem, the Dioceſe, the Whole Body of the Chriſti- 
an People belonging thereto. And this is farther evident 
from what is ſaid . 22. Then pleaſed it the Avoſtles and 
Eladers, with the whole Church, to /end choſen Men of their 
enn Company, &c, fo that the Muliitude v. 12, was not 
one Congregation of the Church of Jeruſalem only, or 
theſe of the people who happened to be with the Apoſtles 
at that time, but the whole Church, this is fo Plain, fo Poſi- 
tive, ſo Expreſs, that there is no politbility of Eluding it 
by any Sophiitry whatſoever, and puts an end to further 


Reaſonings on this Head, People may ſet themſelves to 


find out Evaſions if they pleaſe, but ſuch Bright Evidence 
will {till icave a Conviction in the Conſcience with theſe 
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who have any regard to God or his Word, or the in- 
tereſt of their own Souls, LH | 
Let no Perſon deceive himſelf then, or think to Evade 
ſuch plain Scripture Aſſertion, by ſuch a miſerable Subrer . 
fuge as D. Maurice pretends to Shift off ſuch Expreſſions 
| as Plebe unjverſa, Fraternitate omni preſente, or the like 
in Cyprian Epiitles; or Fancy that whele Church here, is | 
See only a looſe Expreſſion like that of ferm, when he ſaid 
that all the people of the Cities of Palefiin cane to the 
Funeral of Paula, or the like. For the Affair that was 
agitared in this Council or Meeting, was of pablick con- 
cernment, ana had no relation to one Congrepation of the 
Church of Jeruſalem rather than another; And therefore 
it cannot be ſuppoſed withoat manifeſt Abſurdity, that 
the Apoſtles would Aſſemble one Congregation of that [ 
Church Excluſive of others, if others there were, to c- 
der of that Matter. Unteſs any will ſay that it was not 
any one ſtated Congregation of that Church that came to | 
| that Meeting, but ſome of the more Pragmatical among 
| the Brethren, or who were of a more medling Temper 
than the reſt : Which will only be an impious Keflection on 
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thoſe who could ſay, I. ſeems good to the Holy G ht and it. 
10 Ks, | Ell 

Moreover when it is ſaid, Thea pleaſcd it the Apoſries 4 
and Elders with the whole Church, it can no more be. 
pretended that whole Church imports a part only of i 


the People of the Church of leraſale ni or one congregation 
of it, than, that Elders ſignifies only a part of the Eders 
of chat Church. Or when it is laid in the Epiſtle that 
was ſeat, The Apples, and Elders and brethren fend ereet- 
| ing into the Brethren which are of the Gentiles in Anti- 
6:4, Syria, and Cilicia, there is no more grourd for im - 
| guung that the Brethren who concurred with the Apoſiles 
and Elders in ſending the Epiſtle, were a part only of the 
Brethren of the Church of Fersſalem, then for imagining 
that the Epiſtle that was ſent to the BRETHREN ia 
Antiech, Syria, aud Cilicia, was ſent to a part ovly of the 
brethren in Autiech, and the other Places to the Excluſtoa 
Mie ett FRE | 1 
FOUR THL, The Church of Jeruſalem was con- 
gregitional ſtill ſeven years after this council we have 
been ſpeaking of, to wit, whea the Apoltle Paws went to 
Ns i fr EC, that 


1 
4 
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(24) Appel 4 
that City for the taft time, and was made Prifoner there. 


For «hin he came to viſit Fames, James ſaid to bim, 
(A, 21. 22.) The Multitude muſt needs come tegether, fr 


tl ey will bear that thou art come, The To TAnbos heres 
o Muititude muſt be taken in the fame Senſe as belore; 
the whole Church of Jeraſalem was equally concerned in 

the affair for which Fames ſaid the Multitude muſt come to- 
. her, and thereigre it will be as abſurd to take Adulritude in 
tis place, for a Part cf the Church of Feraſalem, as to 
take "Ante: for a part of the Athenian or Melian 
Jeople in the forefaid Sentences of Jſocrates and Thucydi- 
ce;, We conc'ude then that the Church of eruſalem was 
a congregational church only, ſeeing it uſed to affemble 
ppon all cccaſhons in one Pl:ce, which is not the way of 
ſuch Dicceſsn Churches as are in Faſhion now in England, 


5 Papal Dominions; ſuch Churches neither can af- 
ſe 


inible together in one place, neither can any reaſonable 
End be propoſed for their aſſembling (whatever dreamin 
Men like Mr. Dodwel may imagine) more than for at- 
ſ:mbling together the whole People of a National, or Pa» 
triarchal! Church, eng 

And ſeeing the Church of Feru/alem was ſuch, that it 
could, and actually did Meet in one place, as is faid here 
in the 22 verſe, it is evident enough that the Myriads of 
believing Jews mentioned in the 20th verſe did not all be. 
long to the church of Feruſalem, as has been ſaid, or that 
Ariad there moſt not be taken ſtrictly and preciſely for 
the Number of ten Thoufand, but in a general and inde- 
finite Senle, for a conſiderable and great Number. 


SECTION VI.” That the Dioceſe of Jeruſalem was 
no other than Congregational, proven by the Teſtimony of 


F it be needful to ſay any more on this Head, We 
have the Teſtimony of Antiquity concurring with what 

we are pleading for, of which our Caule is never a whit 
the worſe. Euſebius gives account ( Feel, Hiſt, Lib.z c. J.) that 
the Church of JFeruſalem being warned from Heaven, by 
ſome Holy Men or Prophets that were among them, of the 
approaching De Aruction of the City, leſt it, and FR mw 2 
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dwelt at Pella, a little City on the other fide of Jordan. 

Says Euſebius, | 
Sad & cum univerſa Plebs Fidelium Ecel:fie Hieroſo- 


lymitane, ex Oraculo quod Viris quibusdam Sanitiſſims 


divinitus editum fuerat, ante initium Belli ex Civtate 
Mięrare, et Oppidum queddam trans Jordanem, Pellam no- 
mine, incolere jaſſa fuiſſet + jamgut omnes qui in Chriſt um 
crediderant, reliflis Hierofolymis, Sedes ſuas Pellam tramn« 
ſtul ſſent. That is, Put alſo when the people of the 
Church of Jeruſalem, was ordered to leave” the City, and t 
go and awell at a certain Town on the other ſide of Jordan, 
called Pella, by a divine Oracle which was revealed to ſome 
holy Men befere the beginning of the War, Aud all that 
believed in Chriſt having left (er uſalem, had already taken 
up their Habitation in Pella, Cc. 

And hence it is evident that the Church of ſeruſalem 


could be no other than a congrepational Church, ſeein 
ſuch a ſmall and inconſiderable Town, as was Pella, cou! 


afford them Lodging together with its o] inhabitants, 
There could be no Room in that place for the many My: 
riads the Doctor ſpeaks of. : | 
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as Pella, it was certainly Waſted a few Years before by 
Perſecution, Apoſtacy, or ſome ſtrange Accident nor 
known to us, nor meationed in Hiſtory. But this 
is only Fiction of the Doctor's, and if he may be 
allowed to Obtrude Fergery for Real Hiſtory ; he 
may anſwer any thing, or diſſolve any Arguments. | 
Admit the Fiction of the Saciniaus, that Chriſt was f 
taken up to Heaven Corporally after his Baptiſm to 
be inſtructed, as True and Real Hiſtory, and they will 
aniwer very cleverly ſeveral Weighty Arguments that 
prove the Divinity of our Saviour. 

In the third place, the Doctor plainly calls in Queltion | 
the truth of this Narration of Euſebius: ſays be, Nay I 
this Story of the Tranſmigration to Pella comes from no 1 
certain Authority, and Valeſius hints his miſt uſt of it, } 
when be obſerves that Euſebius Quotes no Author, aud 

probably rock all this matter from Tradition, which is no 
| 2 176 tain way of Conveying any thing te Poſterity. To { 

Lais ay, 

| ( iſt, ) That this piece of Hiſtory carries a great Air 
| of probability with it. Ry. 

1. It is agreeable to our Saviour's prediction Luke 21. 

2.1. Let them which are in the midſt of it, depirt out, and 

let not them that are in the Countries Enter thereinto. 

| And A7ath, 24. 20. But pray ye that your Flig ot be not 

d the Winter, neither on the Sabbath Day. That bv» pray 
| ve that you may get timous Warning concerning the de- 
| itruction of the City, that yon may not be put to great 
| Hardſhips and inconveniencies in your Flight. | 
| 2. The Age of Miracles was not over, and the Spirit | 
| ol Prophecy had not yet Ceaſed; and therefore it is al- 0 

| together probable that God would Warn his people by the 

| Mouth of fone of the Prophets in that church, that ſo they 
| might not periſh in the common Calamity. torh Jefephrrg 
| 
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and Tacitus Mention ſeveral wonderful prodigies which 
were evident Preſages of the impending Ruin; and there» | 
fore it is altogether likely that God would Favour his 
Church with a particular Revelation, eſpecially conſide- 
* ring that HE uſed to give Warning in thole days concen- 
B ing far more inconſiderable, a id leſs dangerous Events; Wit- 
5 As neſs the Prediction of the death in the days of Claudius by 
C1. 27. the Prophet A abu, (a) Some are of Opinion, that the 
Rs „ Chriſtiaus 
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„ 1 
Chriſtians left the City and Fied to Pella, when the 
Prieſts heard the mighty Noiſe, and dreadful Voice in the 
Sanctuary, ſaying LET US DEPART HEN CE. 
Says J ac:tus, The Gates of the Temple were all on a ſudden 
thrown Open, and, BEHOLD THE GODS DE- 1 
PART, was pronounced in more than human Ac- 6 af 
cents. (a) It is very likely that this would make im: (4) Hiftl, | 
preſſion on the Members of the church, and cauſe them 3: & 13. 
| think, it was time for them to be gone, if they were not | 
| away before. x 4 
3. If the Chriſtians were at that time in Feruſalem, 
they would bea conſiderable party in it; yet Joſephus in his 
Hiſtory of the Siege and deſtruction of that City, takes 
no Notice of them at all, and does not ſo much as once 1 
Mention them, though he gives particular account of o- 
! thers lels confiderable than the Chiiſtians can Reaſon- 
! ably be ſuppoſed to haye been: and therefore it is more 
than probable that they were not in 7eruſalem in the 
time of the Siege, but had Fled to Pella, according to 
Euſebins's Account, And if any Perſon will contend 
without ground, that this Narration of Euſchius is Fabu- 
lous, and that the Chriſtians were in Jeruſalem when it 
was beſieged, and periſhed in its Ruin; be mult be oblig- 
ed to Acknowledge that they were luch a {mall and incon- 
ſiderable Company, that they came not under the oblerva- 
tion of the Hiſtorian; And this will be found to be as 
| Ruinoas to the epiſcopal Hy potheſis, as their Flight to 
i _ Fellz can be- 5 | 7 | 
4. The Tranſmigration of the Church of Jeraſalem 
to Pella, was a very remarkable and publick Event, and 
the Memory of it capable of a more Safe and Eaſy con- 
veyance by Tradition, than many other things Narrated 
by Euſebius which Nevertheleſs paſs current amongſt the 
Es EO . 
(2.) The Stories in Euſehius, for which he cites the 
| cleareit and moſt Authentick like Authorities are not al- 
Ways molt to be depended on: Witneſs the Letter ſent 
by Azcbarus King of Edeſſa to JESUS. CHRIST 
tar Jeruſalem, and CHRIST'S Letter to Apbarns, 
Which Letters he ſays he took word for word oat of the 
publick Archives and Monuments of the City of Eos, 5 
| | | | An 
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(28) 
and that is what I do not in the leaſt doubt of, but as f 
ſays Du Pin, it is likely that he credited thoſe Records 
too eaſily. 1 ö 

C3.) If we may be allowed to call in Queſtion the 
Truth of Euſebiuss Hiſtory, when what is ſaid therein 
cannot be brought to quadrat handſomely with our Hy- 
} potheſis, what will become of the unqueſtionable Records 
of Antiquity which our prelatifts Run to as the principal 
' "Support of their Cauſe? Or the uninterrupted Line of 

| Succeſſion from the Apoſtles? Upon what Certain Au. 

| . | Fhority does Euſebius build his Acccunts of the Succeſſion ß 
| the firſt biſhops in their epiſcopal Sees? Or the Hypo- | 
1 the ſis of an uncertain CLEMENT ( fays biſhop Stil- | 
| lingHeet ) and the Comment aries of Hegelippus, whoſe R | 
lations and Authority are as queſtionable as many of the He- 

ports of Euſebius himſelf are, in Reference to thoſe Elder 

Times, Cc. Iren, p. 297. If the Pretbyterians pre- 
tend that Euſebius's Accounts of the Succeſſion of the 

Biſhops at Rome, Alexandria, Antioch, and Feruſalem 
come from no Certain Authority, what will ſuch Men as 

the Doctor lay ? But it ſeems that to contradict the Re- 
| cords of Antiquity, when that makes for the purpoſe, is 
4 privilege which the epiſcopal Divines have reſerved to 
themſelves, and which Presbyteriaus malt not preſume 
to claim to. e e On | 

But the calling in Queſtion, or denying this Little 
Piece of Hiſtory, the Tranſmigration to Pella, is of greater ; 
Conſequence than either FValeſius or D. Maurice were 
awar of. If this Tranſmigration to Pella was a Fable, 
and if the Chriſtians did not depart from jeruſalem, then 
| the Church there was deſtroyed with the City, and if 
| that was, the Succeſſion of the biſhops of Jeruſalem be- 
hoved to be interrupted for a conſiderable time, Never- 

| theleſs Euſebius gives us a Catalogue of the Biſhops of 
1 1 


—— — — — — 


Jeruſalem, in an uninterupted Line of Succeſſion from 
the Apoſſ les Wherefore if the Church ef Jer:ſilcry 1 
did not Tranſport to Pella, it neceſſarily follows that 

Euſebiuss Catalogue of the uninterrupted Succeſſion 
of the Biſhops of Feruſalem is a Forgery, that it was 
either Forged by Euſebius himſelf, or thaſe from v hum 
he received it, And if the Catalogue of the — the 

r RAS hops 
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1 biſhops of Jeruſalem is a Forgery, we have Reaſon to 
; belies TEAS of the Succeſſion of the biſhops | 
at Rome, Alexandria, and Antioch, are Forged in like | 
Manner, And ſo farewel to the Epiicopa! Line of Suc- | 
ce ſſico. | 
(4) Itisa matter of very ſmall moment to us whe- | 
ther that Story of the Tranſmigration to I ella, be a Fa- | 
ble or not, it being ſufficient to our purpoſe, that Enſebinz, 
and the Cbriſtiaus in his Time, and the more Ancient [il 
Chriſtians from whom the Tradition of that Story was 4 
derived to them, believed. it. For fecing they believed | 
that the Church of Jeruſalem did tranſport to Pella, and 


that there was Room enough in that little Town to con- 4 
tain and Lodge both that Church and the Inhabitants, they 1 
could not believe it to be any other than a congregational ö 


Church. D. Maurite who Fancied it to be a Church of 1 
the Engliſh Form, was Obliged either to Deny that it 1 
Went and Reſided at Pella, or to invent ſome unknown m 
Accidents to Waſte it, and Diminiſh its Numbers, that ſo 
it might be N to Enter in at fo ſmall a Gate, or made 
capable to be Contained and Kodged in ſuch a little Town. 'H 
Euſebius had no ſuch thought, did not dream of any ſuch (1 
thing, and this is Demonſtration that he did not dream 6 
that the Church of Jeraſalem was ſuch as the Dr, gives | 
out that it was. | „ 1 
Thus now ] think I have made it appear as evidentlyx (| 
and clearly as needs be defired, that the Church or epiſco- 4 
pal dioceſe of Feruſalem conſiſted of one Congregation 4 
only, And in the next place we muſt conſider the other i 
Scriptural Churches, and particularly that of Antioch, the | 
moſt Honourable, and | believe the moſt Ancient Church Wl 
after that of Jeruſalem, the Church in which the Diſci- | 
; ples were firſt called CHRISTIANS. And I | 
— ſay that 1 i 3 
3 - The Church of ANTIOCH conſiſted of one con: 
regation only, This is evident from its being ſaid 
Act. 14. 27.) of Paul and Barnabas, that when they 
came thither, and had had gathered the Church together 
tſbey Rehearſed all that God hid done with them. No 
1 Church uſes to be gathered together but that which is Con. 
giregational. Could one aſſemble a Church like the Charch 
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vr Dioceſe of London aud Lincoln, and Rehearſe a thing to 
it ? And Act. 11 26 lt is ſaid of the ſame Perſons, that for 


a whole Year they aſſembled themſelves with that Church. 
"Wherefore it is Manifeſt that the Church of Antioch con- 


ſiſted of one congregation only, Conſequently Church 
maſt be taken ig the congregational Senſe, AZ, 11. 26, 


Act. 14. 27. and Act. 15. 3. Seeing it is the Church of 


Antioch that is ſpoken of in theſe Places, In like man- 


ner | ſay that | 


The Charch of CORINT I conſiſted of one Con- 


gregation only, for it uſed to Meet together in one Place, 
1 Cor. 4 23. there fere the whole Church be come toge- 


into one place, &c. And ch, 11. 18, When ye come toge- 
ther in the Church, and ch. 14. 19. Yet in the Church 
1 had rather ſprak five Words with my Underſtanding, &c 


One can not ſpeak in a Church conſiſting of Hundreds of 


Congregations. And v. 28, Let him keep Silence in the 


Church, that is, in the Congregation, And ſeeing the 
Church of Corinth conſiſted of one Congregation only, 
Church muſt be taken in the congregational Senſe in the 
following places, 1 Cor. ch. 1. v. 2. ch. 6. v. 4. ch. 10. 
. 3 Fb. 11. v. 18. and 22. ch. 14. v. 4. J. 12; 19. 


2 3. 28. 35. And 2 Cor. ch. 1. v. 1. becaule it is the 


Church of Corinth that is ſpoken of in theſe places. 


It is ſaid 1 Cor. 14. 34. Let your Women keep Silence 
in the Churches: But it will not hence follow that the 


Church of Corinth conſiſted of many or more Congre- 
gations than one. Charches there is the fame as /eer- 
ings or Aſſemblies, and muſt be underſtood ſucceflively, 


and not às if the Church of Corinth had been diſtributed 


into different congregations, or uſed to Meet in diffe- 
rent Aſſemblies at the fame Time, M/ecrartes fays in 


Panat h. that the Athenian Orators calumniated one an— 


other in the Churches, cr in the Aſſemblies of the peo: 


ple, en J's s ue n AoiTopumerssy E Tat Fx. 
XAnod; Trex meseMunpaTw KC. Nevertheleis the 


people of the Athenian Common-Wealth ulcd always to 


Meet in one Aſſembly. _ 3 
I be Church of L AO DIC EA conſiſted of one 


Congregation only, ſeeing Pauls Epiſtle was Ordered to 
be read therein, Coloſs, 4. 16, And ſo did . 


„ - 1 
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The Church of C E 11 E A, Rom. 16. 1. See: 
ing Cenchrea was but a {mall and incorſiderable place, 
a Port or Haven of the City of Ceriib and not far 
from it. 

The Docter pretends that Cerchrea never had a Bi- 
ſhop of its own, but was under the Kiftop of Corinth, 
as a Pariſh of his Dioceſe. If this be, the Church of 
Corinth conſiſted of more Corgregations than one, and 
Cenchrea will make nothing to our purpoſe, as pot being 
an epiſcopal Dicceſs, But what the Dedor Affirms is 
contradicted by the Author of the Conftitutions, who 
makes Cenchrea an epiſcopal Dioceſe and ſays that it had 
a Biſhop. The Doctor's Anſwer is as follows, 


Such -Counterfeits as the Author of the Conſtitutions, 


care not where, nor whom they make Bilhops, but the wor 
is now grown too Wiſe to take Fable for Hiſtory, and Forge- 
ry jor Ancient Records. Def, Dioc, Ep. p. 121, 


But that Cenchrea was an epiſcopal dioceſe, and had its 


Biſhop, may be eaſily proven. For in the firſt place that 
Cenchrea was a Church, is what cannot be denied, ſeeing 
the Apoſtle calls it fo in Expreſs Terms. And it was 
a Church that had Church Officers, for the Apoſtle Re- 
commends Phebe the Deaconeſs of that Church, and ſee- 
ing it had Deaconeſſes it cannot reaſonably be ſuppoſed 
that it wanted other Church Officers. Then Ignatius 


tells us, that every Church had a biſhop, Presvytery and (a 
Deacons, without theſe, ſaith he, (a) there i no Church. ad Trall 


In the primitive Times Biſhop and Charch were Corre- 
lates, every biſhop had a Church, and every Church bad 
a biſhop, or Biſhops, It is evident then that Cenchrea 
bad irs biſhop in the primitive Times, becauſe it was a 
Church, and every Church had a biſhop ;, tho' it might 
be {ſwallowed up afterward, when the biſhops became 
_ worldly and Ambitious, and be annexed to the dioceſe of 
2 Aud as to what the Dotlor ſays, it has no Soli - 
On other Occaſions the Author of the Conſtitutions is 
ſet in the firſt Rank, reckoned an Author of the Earlieſt 
Antiquity, a Perſon who lived in, or near to the Apoſtolical 
Times; when he advances any thing that appears favour- - 
able to the preZatical cauſe, for Examp'e,' when he 
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ſays that Timethy was made biſhop of Erheſus, hy 
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# | lh 
of Crete, or Diony/ins Arropagita biſhop of Athent, or 
the like, then he ſpeaks certain and intallible Truths; Put 
when, he Affirms any thing that is Hortful to Roman E- 
piſcopacy, or wounds the Prelatical Hypotheſis, when he 

ives Account of a Dioceſan Riſhop's being Conſtituted in 
uch a ſmall and inconſiderable place as Cenchrea, then all 
that he ſays is Fable and Forgery. What can Men 
do but wonder at ſuch Ridiculous and Witleſs Parti- 
' allity ? I am far from thinking that any Perſon is O- 
bliged to believe that Paul Conſtituted Luciut Biſhop of 
Cenchrea, on the bare Teſtimony of ſuch a Writer as the 
Author of the Conſtitutions. On the contrary, I'm per- 
ſwaded, he either lied or ſpake on bear- ſay, or uncertain 
Reports, when he ſaid, for example, that Paul made this 
Man Biſhop of ſuch a Place, and Peter that Man Biſhop of 
another Place, Nevertheleſs it is no ways Rational to ſup- 
poſe that that Author would ſay that Paul conſtituted 
Lucius Biſhop of Cenchrea, without any Foundation at all, 
that is, if either Cenchren had no Biſhop,and was not a Di- 
ceſe in the Times in which he lived, or was known to have 
had no Biſhop from the beginning. It is not the Way cf 
ſuch Men to Expoſe themſelves willfully, by Advancivg 
things which are known to be Falſhoods, this wonld De- 
ſtroy the End of their Writing, and ſoon Diſcover that 
they have no Affinity at all with theſe Authors, under whoſe 
Names they defire to make their Works to paſs. . Where- 
fore we may Conclude either that Cenchrea had a Biſhop at 
the Time in which this Author lived, or was certainly 
known to have had one in former Times. 
Indeed if this Author had been a Man of Arius's Tem- 
per, an Enemy to Epiſcopacy, it might bave been with 
— Probability ſuſpected, that he might invent ſome 
Lies to the Prejudice thereof, to make it as contemptible 
as he could: But ſeeing he was of a quite contrary Diſpoſi - 
tion, a molt Extravagant Magnifier of the epiſcopal Office, 
as ready to Extol and Flatter the biſhops as any Perſon 
that can be Nam'd, and very ſenſeleſiy Repreſents them on 
all Occaſions as Abſolute Monarchs, or great and migh- 
ty Princes, we may depend on it, that when he ſet 
| himſelf to invent Forgeries and Fables, they wonld 
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its Prejudice ; Ard that when he Advances any thing that 
bas a Tendency to the | eſſi ing of the greaive's of the Bi- 
ſhops, that is none of his Fiction, but ſure and certain at- 
ter of Fact. In a word, there was never a wore fanhitul, 
never a more Zealaus Friend to the Epiſcepacy in avy Ages 
than was the Hor of theſe Conſtitutions, yet he 2ivvays 
Repreſents the biſhops on all Occaſions, as ore of one 
ſingle Congregation. Wherefore it js moft ceriain, That Bi- 
ſnops of the Enꝑliſh Kind, Biſhops that bad Churches conſiſting 
of many Congrega tions, or more Congregations than Gre, 
were not ſo much as jn imagination in the Days of the 
Author of theic Conſtitut ions. 

In like manner Church mult be taken in the Cons 
gregational Senſe, Kom. 16.5, 1 Cor. 16 19. Cot 4,7 7 
and Ph:lem, v. 2. For Congregational Churches only co, 
emule in the Houſes of private Perſons, And no!:& e- 
vident is it, That Church muſt be taken in this 
Senſe, Heb, 2. 12. and allo Fam. 5. 14, It not bt n t g- 
al to ſend for the Elders of a Church, conſiſting of hun dg 
of Coneregations, to Pray over à Sick Perſon ; And as un- 
uſoal to bear Witneſs, or do any thing before a Church 
of that kind, wherefore it is a Congregational Church 
that is ſpoken of, John 3 v. 6. | 
And ſeeing the Churcbes of Fernſalem, Anticch, Cy 

ruith, and Laodicea, were Congregational only, I think 
the like may be ſaid of the Church of Epheſus, 
wherefore in 1 Tim. 3. 3. 1. Jim, F. 16. AR, 20, 19 
und 28, Church mult be Uuderſtöod in the Con- 
gregational Senſe, becauſe it is the Charch of Epeſazs 
that is ſpoken of in theſe Places. But if any Perlon be 
Pertinacious, and will not allow ihe Church of £pvecfoes 
to pals for Congregational, without fariker Probation, 
let him conſider that the Churches of Robre, and Carthage, 
reater Churches by far than that of Epbeſus, were 
ongregational, even in the days of Cyproan and Carne 


has been proven elſewherez Or, if be plcaes, he way 
rec kon tlieir four Verſes as belonging to the fach Claſs, 
ow after all, Our proving that Church, in all their 

Verſes of the Fth Claſs mult be Underftood in the Con. 
gregational Senſe, is — Ibe Thing 1 


WE 


hut, chat is, after the middle of the third Century, ag 
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Urge, Infift, and Build upon, is this, That it cannot be 
preven by Scripture, that Churches, or Epiſcopal Dioceſſet 


Licher aid attually, or ſhould by their Original Conſiitution, 


Ir any Divine Warrant, confiſt of many, or more Congrega” 
tte than One. Es | 

We come now to the Verſet which art contained in 
che Hack and fat Claſs, and it is evident at firſt Sight, 
that Church may be Underſtoad es fairly in the Conęre· 
gation d, as the Evpiiſh Senſe in all of chem, There is 
nothing cirher in the Text or Context, to oblige us to 
Underijand it of 2 Church, conſiſting of hundreds of 


Congregations, rather than of a Church conſiſt ing of one 


Congregation omy, And the like may be jaid of all the 
Texts in the New-T2/tument, where Church is to be 
found, or the equivalent thereof, not ſo much as one Text 
can be found, or named, Where that Word maſt be un- 


deritood in the Engiutz Senſe, Conſequently Engliſh Dio- 


ceſes or Churches, Churches conſiſting of Multizudes, or 
Hundreds of Congregations, are deſtitute of Sc ipture- 


warrant, have no Divine Authority, and are of human 


Invention, And hence it is evident, that Y, Hbf havin 
Dieccfes, or Churches, conſiſling of many cr hundreds + 
Cong regations, art nat of Diyive laltztution,but meer human 


Creatures, for as the Churches are, ſuch are the Biſhops, 
o are the Officers, or Miniſters of theſes Churches 


ins word, there is no more foundation in Script ure, for 
Engliik Eilbops, than for Pepes, Patri are hi, or Cardinals, 
Ac, Popes, Barriancht and Card nals are not expreſly forbid. 
den is the word f God, and this is all that cau be faid in fa- 


vour e Riſhops tuving Churches conliiting of more Con- 


greg ations, or Pariſbes, chan one. 


SECTION S. Some Objettion: Remo ved, 


4 fore we dibniſs Doctor Adewice, we muſt Anſwer 


D az ObjaRtion ſtarted by bim, tho' it be not worth 
the Mestioning here, were it not apey the Account 
of the erg Jgnorant, who are eafily deceived, even by 
cke weabeſt bophitme, “ Let us yield wp the Point at 


-# once, alth he, 2nd grant, bet no Bie for the three 


&. &rfi Centurics had more than ang 2 > Bur 
© ax tis fans diu, let ur take che Read along with 
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iis, that for ſo long time, no City had more Chriſtians 
. Hari might meet in one Church; to B. ſhop tlien could 
«© fave more Congregations than all the Cut an of 
ts his City and Territory did Cowpoſe: But the Contro- 
* yer(j2s about Church Governmert are iti!! Undecided, 
4% for this doc: not preclude the Biſhops from a Right of 
having many Cotigregations under their Inſpections, if 
s more had been, The Controverſtes about Church G0. 
« vernment turn upon Queſtions of Right, and not of 
& Fact, &c. Def, Dioc. Ep. p. G. J Anſwer, 

If the Doctor had proven that the Biſliops have a Right 
by Divine Authority, to have Churches, or Dicceffes 
conſiſt ing of many Congregations, there had deen fore 
Senſe in what he here ſays; but ſecing that is what he hei · 
ther did, not could prove, what he ſays amounts to no 
more bu! 4 milerable begging of the Queſtion, That B.. 
ſhops ſhould have Churches conſiſting of many Congrega- 
tions is wbat we deny utterly, and defire may be proven, 
And what does the Dotor ? He gpoſcn that N ſuops 
have a Right to have Churches conſiſting of many Con- 
2 


turn. ſays tlie Doctor, upon Queſtions of Right, and not 
of Fact. Be it fo. Bat then we detire to know, upon 
what the Right of Biſheps to have Churches con ſiſting 
of many Congregations is Founded? Where is their 
Charter? Where is their Warrant to have ſuch Churches? 
Where is it ſaid in Scripture to the 3//ops, tho' now 
; you can have but Congregation:1 Churches only for your 

ioceſſes, upon the Account of the pauſity of Chriſtians, yet 
afterward whenC hbriſtians are Multiphied, take care to have 
Churches conſiſting of hundreds of Congregations, and 
ſeethat & B:/op be not Ordain'd in a Borrough, or little Ci- 
ty, where a Presbytet is {ufficient, leaſt the Dignity of 
a Bjhop be leſſened. But of this enough, = _ 


the Churches of Jeruſalem, Antioch, Corinth, &c. ucerly 

Congregational, 1 e What we call Precpyrciial Gon 
wvernment, of ſuch Eccleſiaſtical Courts, as Presbyreries, 
Synod; and Generel Aſemilies, and Eitabliſhes what is 
kalied InrdeptrdentiFon © Ke thereſare the London 
B 


Mis. ler. | 
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he ſuppoſes it as Unqueſtiemble, a thing 2 


out which there is no Controverſy at all; which is R.. 


diculous. The Concroverſies about Church Government 


Perhaps it may de thought by ſome, that our making 
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Lniſters contend earueſtiy that theſe Churches were 
not Cangrecationd but Predhyeriat, what is, that every 
done of theſe Churches compretiente t fuer ditink Con- 
gree4tions, having particular Paſtors of theie own: But 
ail this is Miſtake: To thi ek thit the Co4-ches of Fe- 
„uſalem, Antiach, Corinth, &c were ?revbygerial Churches 
is Miftake, aud it is Miltike to ink that afſerting 
theſe to have been Cage inal Churches, militates a- 
gainſt Prechyterial Government, 15 
It will be ſaid, That the Charch's of Jeraſalem, Au- 
tiech, Corinth, &c. were comnploat Shurches, independent, 
and had the ſupreme Power of Governinen: vithin tagm- 
ſelves; wherefore if it be ſappofed this they were Con- 
gregational only, ir will follow, thit every Chriſtian 
Congregation, or Pariſh, is a complet Church, and hath 
the 5 Power of Government within it ſelf 5 and 
this is downright Independentiim, and will ſcore off Preſ- 
byteries, Synads, Cc. 1 aniwer, 3 
If it be pretended with the Lancom Miniſters, that the 
Churches of Jeraſlem, &c. were Presbyterial Churches, 
comprehending cach of them ſeveral diſtindt Conpgregati- 
ons, it mult ſtill be granted that theſe Churches were 
Independent, for the fame Reaſons theſe are obliged to 
rant they were Independent, Who ſuppoſe they were 
6ngregational Churches only: My Meaning is, If they 
who ſuppoſe that theſe Churches were Congregational, 
muſt grant that they were Independent Congregational 
Churches; for the ſame Reaſons, they who ſuppoſe them 
to have been Presbyteriai, maſt grant them to have been 
IndepenJent Presbyterial Churches gs 
Now ſay 1, If independent Presby terial Churches may 


joyn or confederate into Synodical, and Sei again may 


confederate into National Affemblies: For the fame Rea- 
ſons, Independent Congregational Churches may joyn and 


confederate into Presbyterial, and theſe Presbyterial into 


Synodical Mcetings, &c. An1if this be, no more Damage 


is done to the Presbyterial Government, by aſſerting that 


the Churches of feru/alem, Corinth, &c. were merely 
Congregational, than by ſuppoſing they were Presbyte- 
ria! Churches. And no more is needful to be ſaid for vin- 


cicating the preceeding Arguments frem a Tendency to 
deſtroy the Pcesbyterial Government. But 


— 


* — 


mitive Church for their Warrant, the Church of the 


rity or Jurisdiction over another Biſhop and Church, ac- 


mus wniverſi fudicium Domini noſtri Jeſu Chriſti, qui unus 


Hops; nor by a tyrannical Terror forces his Collegues to the 230. 


. (27) 

Bat 1 am miſt ken if it mar nor be granted to the 
Tnlependents, without doing any Harm to Presby (cal 
Government, that every Cihrittian Conpgregarion is a 
Compleat Church, has the ſnorem: Power of its Govern 
ment within it ſelf, and is indepen eat on other Charches x 
it being evident that if a Chriſtian Congregation were 
at a diſtance from all other Churches, it would have a 
ſupreme and Independent Eccicfiiitical Power, ard that 
every Congregation has a Right to Elect irs own giſhops 
or Presbyters, which is the very higheſt Act of Charch- 
Power. 
lf it be demanded then, that ſeeing the Apoſtles, by the 
Direction of the Spirit, erected every Chriſtian Congre- 
gation into a compleat Church, with a ſupreme Power 
of Government within its ſelf, what Warrant have the 
Church Officers, the Biſhops and Presbyters, or the Go- 
vernours of the ſeveral Churches, to contederate or com- 
bine among themſelves, and act as a Court or Judicatory, 
whether Presbytery, Synod, or National Afcmbly ? if i} 
may be anſwered, ; 

That they have the Practice and Authority of the Pri- 
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three firit Centuries, Which is of vaſt Moment : So that 
when the Rithops confederate and cre& themlelves into 
Eccleſiaſtical Courts, they go fort: by the Footficps of the 
Flock. And that this was the Practice of the Primitive 
Chureh, is evident, Thus tho' every particular Church 
or Biſhop was compleatly equal and independent, fo that 
not one Church or Biſhop could pretend to any Autho- 


cording to Cyprian, who fays, Neue enim qu:/quam no- 
ſtrum Epi ſcopum ſe Epi ſcoporuum conſtituit, aut tyrannica 
terrore ad obſequend; Neceſſitatem Collegas ſuos adigit ; 
qu indo habeat omnis Epiſcopus pro licentia libertatis & 
poteſtatis ſus Arbitrium proprium; tamque judicar : Ab 
alio non poſſit, quam nec ipſe poteſt judicare, Sed e upecte- 


& ſolus habet poteſtatem & preponendi nos in Fecleſiæ fue 4 
Gubernatione, & de aftu noſtro judicandi: (4) That is, (4) Tom, | 
Neither does any among us mate himſelf a Biſmp of Bi- I. p. 229, 


Neceſ- 


(38) 


Nettfhty of Obedience; ſeeing every Biſhop has the Pome?” 
„ 


in ius own Hand; according to the Licenſe of his Liberty, 
ani can no more be judged by others, than he himiſel{ can "1% 6 
bthers. But let ms all expe} that we will be judged by eur 
Lord Je ſus Chriſt, who alone has Power both of ſetting us | 
over the Government of his Church, and judging toncern- 
ing wir Adminiſtration: . Tho), I (ay, all Churches were | 
equal in the Third Century, and every Biſhop ladepen «| 
dent; the Mniſters, the Biſhops and Presbyters of the 
Churches then, did combine and confedetate among the- 
felves; and actec in a joynt way as Courts and judicato- 
ries. A Synod of Biſhops and Presbyters aſſeinbled at 
Antioch about the Affairs of Paulus Samoſalenus, and 
idged, condemned, and depoſed him far his Crimes, and 
Fuſeh.turned him out of his Church. () And Cyprian gives ge- 
E. 1,7, count of ſeveral Synodical Meetings in Africa in his own 
- 29, Times, and elſewhere. And-farther, _ = 
| I hey have nor only the. Practice of the Primitive Church 
for their Warrant in this thing, but the Practice of the 
Primitive Church feurded upon Apoltolical Example, 
and Divihe Authority: For the Apoſtles were conſtitu- 
ted by Chriſt himſelf Univerſal Officers of the Church 
Catholick; ind they were all equal among themſelves, and 
Independent, not one Apoltle had any Jurildiftion of 
Authority over another Apvitle z yet we find theſe 
Apoltles meeting together (Ack, 15.) and actung as a 
Judicatory, together with the Church Officers, and Charch 
bf Feruſale m i If then twelve Apoſtles of equal Autho- 
tity, and Independent on each other, joyned and ated 
as a Court, formed Canons or Decrees (Ad, 16. 4) 
by common Authority and Conſent, the Bithops of Twelve 
or more Neighbouring Churches, who are of equal Pow 
er, and in themſelves independent, may aſſemble, and act 
as a Court, for the ſame Realons that the Apoſtles ſo ated, 
And this is alſo Foundation for Synodica;, or National 
Aſſemblies. But the A could not Jyolve their A. 
poitolical Power which they received from ſeſus Chriſt, 
* Peter, or any one of their Number and therefore 
it cannot be pretended that the Bitheps of ſome hundreds 
af Churches or Congregations, may divelt themſelves of 
_ Heir Epiſcopal Power, and devolve upon what they call 
a vera, or make hn their Ecclefiaſtical N e 
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SECT, Ix. That the Arguments which are comments 
propoſed to prove the Divine Inſtitution of Engliſh Epil- 
copacy, arg nothing to the purpoſe, fully manifeſted, 


Se Arguments are adsganced by our Fpiſcopa! Di- 
vines. to prove that {uch Biſhops as we have been 
ſpeaking of, or Exgliſ Epiſcopacics, is Warrantcd by the 
Word cf God, and of Divine lofticution, but if they 
be conſidered, they will be found to be as little to the 
Pur poſe, as theſe that are advanced by the Papiſte co prove 
the Supremacy of the Biſhop of Ke. This will eaſily 
appear, if People will contider the preciſe thing that 
ſhould be proven by theſe Arguments; which is this 
That Biſheps ſnouid ave Churches conſiſting of Hundred, 
of Corgregatio!s, and ſhould govern their C hurches, nat in 
conjunttion with the Pretbyters, but by a ſecular Court 
Chancellor, S#b-Chancellcr, Ke, This is the preciſe thing 
which muſt be proven by theſe who undertake to prove 
the Divine Inſtitution of Engliſh Biſhops; this the digg 
which theſe ſhov'd fitsfie themſelves about who intend 
to act conſcientiouſiy with reſpet to this Affair. Now 
let us bear what the Arguments which are commonly ad- 
vanced, ſay fo this, Tue . 

(0 Argument is taken from the Old Teſtament, un- 


der the Old Teſtament, ſay they, there was a High- 
Prieſt, Prieſts and Levites 4 and hence they infer, thag 
there ſhould be three Orders of Church - Officers in the. 


Chriitian Church, Biſhops, Presbyters, and Deacons , it 
being unreaſonabſe to ſuppoſe, ſay they, that what was 
inſtituted by God kimfelf under the Law, without re- 


| tþet to Type or Geremeny, ſhould be rejeRed under 
the Goſpel, as a Device gf Aatichrict, And to gonſirm 


Si Fergen iscited,affirming,7 hat what Aar an and his Song, 
An 

Tho' this Argument be obſcure, and as far as I can un- 
derſtand, proves yothin at all, yet let ii be granted, 


chat it proves very clearly chat every Church Gould have 
&s Biſhop, Presbyrery and Peacons, it gan never * 


4 


rd the Leyites were under the Temple, that are the Biſhops 
| Prechyteys and Deacons in the Chriſtian Church. Anlwer 


. 


tended that it proves that every Biſhop ſhould have 4 
Chuich or Dioceſe. confiiting of many, or Hundreds of 
Conprepations +, vet if this be not fairly concluded, and 
alſo that the Biſhop ſhould rule his Church, not by the 
common Council of the Presbyters, but by a Chancellor, 
Sub Chancellor, Cc. nothing is done at all towards the 
proving the Divine In!tiration of Exgliſb Epiſcopacy. 

| The (2d) Argument is taken from Our Saviour's 
ſending forth the 7 welre and the Seventy Diſciples to 


Preach up and down in the Cities and Villages of Ju- 


des: The Twelve, ſay they, were ſuperior to the Seventy; 
and hence they infer, that there ſhould be a Superiority 
of Biſhops over Presbyters in the Church. 5 
This Argument is as little to the Purpoſe as the pre- 
ceeding, or lefs. if leſs can be; not only becauſe that 
Rlifſion of the Twelve and Seventy was temporary only, 
and the Twelve had no Power then over the Chriſtian 
Churches, there being none as yet erected, and. had as 
little of Epiſcopal Jurisdiction over the Seventy, they be- 
ing neither ſent by them, nor accountable to them, and 
they being ſent forth at one time, and the Twelve at a- 
notber, had no manner of Concernment with them, and 
depended as little on them as on any of the reſt of 
Chriſt's Diſciples, and many other Things that might be 


ſaid: But becauſ2, tho we ſhould grant, for Peace's * 
an 


that the Twelve were Superiour to the Seventy, 

that therefore the Biſhops ſhould be Superiour to the 
Presbyters, it would ſignifie nothing at all towards the 
Probation of the chief thing tbat ſhould be proven, and 
which muſt be clearly proven by Scripture, before it can 


be pretended that Engliſh Biſhops are of Divine Inſti- 
tution; to wit, That Biſhops ſhould have Churches con - 


fiſting of Multitudes of Congregations, and ſhould go- 


vern them bya Chancellor, Sub-Chancellor, '&c. to the 


Excluſion of the Presbyters, If any Perſon form ſuch. 


an Argument as this, Our Saviour ſent forth the Twelve, 
and afterwards the Seventy, to Preach through the King- - 


dom of Judea, and made the Twelve Superiour to the 
Seventy, therefore the Biſhops ſhould have Diorefſes con- 


. fiſting of Hundreds, or Scores of Congregations, it will 
de a very ſtrange thing, They who can das, 


- * 


irh 


that Argument, will, when it makes for their Secular | 
Intereſt, find Weight in this too; Chritt latd, Trcu art | 
Peter; Ergo, the Bi ſliop of Rohe is Univerſal Biſhop. The 
3) Argument is taken from the Biſhops being the Suc- 
ceſſors of the Apoſties: The Biſhops, lay they, are the 
Succeſſors of the Apolllcs in the Supreme Power Eeceſi- 
aſtical, therefore, Sc ENS | 
But after we have granted that the Biſhops are the Suc- 
ceſſors of the Apottics, as far as common Senſe will al» 
low particular Church Officers to be reckon'd Succeſſors 
of theſe who were Univerſal, this Argument will. come as 
far ſhort of reaching the Point, as any of the Preceeding, 
This Argument, The Biſhops are the Suceeſſors of the 
poſtles in the Supreme Power Ecclefiattical , therefore 
ibops (ſhould have Churches conſiſting of Multitudes of 
Congregations, concludes no better than this, B hope are 
the ducceſſors of the Apoitles, therefore they ſhould have 
Churches conhiting of one Congregation only, Te 
(4) Argument is taken from Timothy and Tits, their 
being con!tituted Biſhops, e one of ye, and the 
other of Crete. Timotby, fav they, was inade Biſlliun of 
Epheſus, was ſaperigur to the Presbyters, had a Power 
to Ordain, Rehuke, Cenſure, & c. therefore, Gr, Apſwer, 
_ Tho' it never was, nor will be proven, that T 
was fixed as Epheſus, as Biſhop there, or Titns at Crete, 
there being no reaſon to think that Tirus was Biſhop of 
Crete rather than Dalmatia, or Timathy of Ephofus ra 
ther than of Theſſalonica. (1) Yet, granting all that can ( 


a i 
(4 i 
be demanded, it is not pollible to wake it appear, either, 7 3.2. 
by Scripture, or any other way, that the Church of. . 48 | 
ſiu conſiſted of many Congregations, and that oils the !“. | 
Demonſtration, As to Crete, it Was a Province, and had = 
many Churches, Dioceſſes, and Biſhops in it, and theres 1 
fore the Argument hence is hot to the Purpoſe ; it makes 
for Metropolitans, if for any thing at all, bat Metropoiitafis | 1 
were not ſo eat ly, tho they appeared m the .Churt 
long before that which is now call d Epiſcopach %a5 kliown 1 
in . World. Nay, the great Leviathan bad ajreddy be- L 


pun £0 lift up his Heac, when this fort pf Folge 
Was not as yet known in ite Charch 3 of Wen tit Gutthe 
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or ſomething Tike it, there were but very few Biſhops in 
the 8 of the Exgliſi Fathion, if any at all. And as 
to f | : | 
| ) Argument taken from the Angels of the ſeven Aſi- | 
(C6) Rev. arick Churches, (“) give it the ſame Anſwer: It cannot 
ch. 2. C/ 3. be made appear by any Argument whatſocver, that theſe 
| Churches or Epiſcopal Dioc-ſes were of the Eng/-h Form, 

or cemſiſted of many Congregations; or that theſe Bi- 

ſhops governed their Churches by Chancellors, Sub Chan- 

chellors. &c. And »fter all, I think we may ſtand here and 
wor der at the Inadvertency of many very great, and very 
learned Men, who thought to prove the Divine Inſtitution 

of Engliſh Epiſcopacy by the foregoing, Arguments, 

And it will be found, that this is a Blow at the Root 

of all, that has been advanced of late by the Learned 

M. Dodiwel, with reſpect to this Controverſy. He pre- 

tends that every Biſhop is the ſame in his Dioceſe ,, that the 

High Prieſt was in the Fewiſh Church; that he is the Cen- 

ter of Unity, the Head of his Church; that he is the 
| Repreſentative of Chriſt, with whom none can have 

Communion without communicating with the Biſhop ; _ 
that the Sacraments are abſolut-ly neceſſary to Salvation, | 

and that no Sacrament is Valid, but that which is Au- 

thoriſed by the Biſhop; that to ſeparate from the Biſhop 

is Schiſm, the Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt; that they who 

are not in Communion with the Bithops, are out of the 

Church, and have no Covenanted Right to any of the 

Benefits of Chriſt's Purchaſe; that the Biſhop is an abſolvte 

Monarch in his Church, &c. And all along he ſuppoſes 

that the A, hops in ancient Times, or by Original Infti® | 

tution bad Churches conſiſting of Multitudes of Con- 

gregations; without this duppoſit ion the Englih Biſhops 

can receive no Advantage by his Poſitions, tho they ſhould 
be ſound to be ſolid: (on the contrary, all the Privileges 

He heaps on his Biſhops, if they be real, will belong not 

to the Eng! , but to the Presbyterian Biſhops) But the 

Suppoſition being manifeſtiy falſe, all that is advanced 

by the Learned Man, with reſpect to this Controverſy, 

comes to nothing, and falls ike 3 ruinous Wall, whoſe 

Foundation is ſapped. It appears that he did not ſee to the 

Detto of this entre y when he wrote his ou 
Ny I about 
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about Schiſm, for he dil not conſider how caſily the whole 
Lavorious Fabrics of it might be overturacd by we 
Word; by ſaying, It does not anprar that 5 fnops ſhorctd have 
Churches conſiſting of many Comm edu a, or that the 
Englith 8 ſhops are of Chriſt's Anpointment: But before 
he wrote his Book of The Ones Alt ir, he was made ſenſi- 
ble of his Error, yet be brings no Remy, only he en- 
deavonrs to make it appear, that the Fathers might rea- 
for againſt Schiſu from the Unity of the Altar, tho there 
had been many Hundreds of Inferior Altars in each E- 
piicopai Church; notwithſtanding there is as little Men- 
tion of Inferiour Altars in Epiſcopal Chu ches in the 
Writmgs of any Author of tbe three firſt Centuries, as 

there is of Lawn Sleeves, or Cardinals Caps: So that 
what M. Dodwel writes concerning Epiſcopacy, is whotly 
built upon a falſe Huppoſition, which falling, all that 
ne favs on the Head, falls with it. 

The ſame Conftieration diſcovers allo the Weakneſs of 
the Argument advanced by the Learned Mr. Hcadly, to 
prove that the Nifſer ting Miniſters are Ulurpers, Dave no 
Miniſterial Com miſtion, nor Right to perform tlic Acts 
of the Miniſterial Office, 7 HONED 
Now, ſays he, the reaſonableneſs of inſiſt ing npon 
this (namely, the Re-ordination of Diiſenting or Pref- 
_* byterian Miniſters before they can be admitted to hear 
& Office in the Church of England) appears from this 
te one Propoſition, the Truth of winch to us is plain, 
„ acknowledged by Nir. Baxter, and not in the leaſt 
called in queſtion in any of your Reaſonings on this 
Head, viz, 7 bat Epiſcopal Or dination is the regular, or- 
* derly Ordination ſettled in the Church of Chrijf, 

By Epiſcopal Ordination here, the Author either muſt 
underſtand Ordination by fuch Viſhops as they have in 
England, that is, Ordination by Filheps having Dioceſſes 
conſiſting of many Congregations, elſe he t rifles, and plays 
upon the Ambiguity of a Word, But (.) It is not true 
that Mr, Baxter acknowledged this Propoſition, that Or- 
dination by Biſhops having Dioceſſes conſiſting of many 
Congregations, is the regular, orderly Ordination ſettled 
in the Church of Chriſt. It is known to all who, know the 
Writüngs of that great Man, that he app: ove. c& Congre- 
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paticona! Epiſcopacy, prof: Med to believe, and proved by 
meny Arpuments that all the Biſhops who lived within 
the three firſt Centuries, were no other than Congre. 
gatio al Pithops. (20 Tho Mr. Baxter had acknowleig'd 
this, it is a falſe PrOpaſition, à Propoſition which neither 
Mr. Hoadly, nor an of his Fratervity-ever were, or ever 
will be able to prove. And therefore he has come far 
ſhort of making it appear, that the Ordination of the 
| Diſſenting Miniſters is [rregular and Diforderly, and much 
1 more of proving that it is 2 Nullity. And luppoſe it 
could be ? oven hat all the Dicceſes or Churches of which 
the'e is any mention in Scripture, comprehended many 
Hundred Congregations, yet how will 1t be maae appear 
that ic is the Will of Chriſt, that all Ordipations be 
Null and » oi4 that are performed by Biſhops whole Dio- 
ceſes are not large enough to comprehend many Congre- 
gations, or whole Dioceſes are fo ſmall as to confilt of 
one Congregation only ? Mr. Hoadly was not ſo raſh as 
to undertake the Probation of this ; yet till this be done, 
till it be proven that Congregational Epiſcopacy is abſo- 
lutely unlawful, or that to have a Dioceſe conſiſting of ö 
many Congregations is Eſſential to a Biſhop, it will be 
impoſliblz to prove that the Ordinations of the Diſſenting, 
and other Presby terian Miniiters are Irregular, and much | 
more impoſſible, that they are Nullities. And pray, what | 
| Apoſtle, or what Evangeliſt ever (aid, that Congrega | 
| tional Epiſcopscy is Unlaiwfal, and againſt the Mind of 
Chriſt ? And where did ever any Ancient Father of the 
| Church afficm, that unlels a Biſhop have more Congrega- 
| tions than One in his Dioceſe, he is no Biſhop at all, and 5 
| all the Ordinations performed by him are meer Nullities? f 
| It is very ſtrange that any Perſons ſhuald take upon * 
them to diſannul the Ordinations of e many Xliniſters, 
and unchurch the greater Part of the Reformed Churches 
of Furope, upon a Pretence which is nothing but a meer 
Fiction, a Noiion of their own, which they very well { 
know bas no Foundation either in Scripture, or Wri- 
tings of the Anrcient Fathers. 1 | 
But Mr. Head(y being better Natur'd, it feems, than | 
ſome of his Brethren, and of a more merciful Diſpoſi- 
tion, has fome Pity on the poor Presbyter ian Ln at 
| py dome | 
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Home and Abroad; for he pretends that tho” their Mini- 
ſters have no Commeſſion, nd are nouthrrg but Ulur— 
pers, vet their Mmiſt.rial acts may be Vid with re- 
ſpect to them, aud that rhe y-acrawents which: they re- 
ceive from them are true Sacraments, and eff ctual to 


all the Ends «nd Purpoles for which Chiift has appointed 


them, and (conſequently, that tho? they have no true 
Miniſters, they are a kind of Chriſtian Churches, tho 
to be ſure, very imperfect; for which liberal Confeſtion 
thev are, no foubr, much obliged to bim. 

I ice not, favs he, what can be Objected here, unleſs 
it de this; Since we a c. you no Antvority in What 
you do now, ard do not think that God approves of 
your O; dinat en, now you may hive Ep ſcopal Ordi- 
nat o, and rifule it; why do we not inſiſt upon 
the Re-bapt, 2. 1p of thoſe who are Paptized by you, &c? 
Why do we aj.ow 1our Acts valid row We grant no 
Necetitiry? To which, Mr, Baxter furniſhes us With a 
Reply. If th: Lara Deputy o; Ireland were Dead, and 
one ſhould ſo Comerieit the Rg, Hand and Seal, as 
that the Nobles and People could rot d'ſcern it, and 
ſhould annex thu to 4 Grant for the Flue, and ſhew 
it to the People, aud claim the Pawer by it, if this Man 
continue the Exerciſe of this Power fir a Tear, before 
the Heceit be & revered, all his Ales muſt be Valid 
as to the Benet of the Common int ali h, though they are 
TTealonable to himmel, From which it 15 plain, that 
as the honeſt People cught not to ſuffer tor the T reafon 
of the pretended Covernour, fo God will take care 
that the truly honcit Prople Phall receive no Hurt for 
the Fault of others; that as the King may approve of 
the Actions themſelves, as they reſpect the People, and 
vet not approve of the Perſors Preterſions to his Au- 
thority z lo Almighty God mey approve of the Actions 
of /irſters as they reſpect the boneit and well-mear- 
ing People, and yet not approve at all of-the Miniſter 
conlilered as ſuch; that as the Governoxr's Actions 
were Valid, tho' he had really no Commiſlion, fo the. 
Actions of a /Ain;jrer may be Valid, and yet his Drdie 
nation no proper Ordination; which was the Thing I 
& ; , | . | , p - * 

* delign'd to prove from this Initance, The Parallel » 
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© this Governony and his People, is the Afiniffer and his 
people. As the Governour has no Authority, and -yet 
© his Acts are Valid, fo the 4inifer may have no Au- 
© thority from God on his Part, and yet his Actions 
© may be Valid as to the People, Almighty God not 
N OO to ſuffer for the Fault of others. /b:d. 
p. 18, 19. 

Mus is bet very ſmall Relief to the Prechyter ian 
Churches, and People groaning under the Miſeries this 
Author has reduced thein to, by his depriving them of 
a lawful Goſpe! Miniitry, and if they follow my Ad- 
vice, they ſhall depend very little upon it. They have 
one Comfort here that is built upon more ſolid Foundati- 
ons, and it is this, That the Salvation of the meaneſt 
Druage in Europe, of the Servant Maid that is behind the 
Mill, docs not depend upon the Senſeleſs and Saucy Con- 

clufjons of ſome, cr the Charitable Allowances of others 

of the Divines of the Church of England. gh 
believe that what Mr. Baxter ſays may be very true, 
I one ſhould deceive the People of Arelaud by counter- 
ſeiting the King's Leal, and ſhould Act as Lord Deputy 
there for a Year in troubleſome Times, before the Deceit 
were diſcovered, all his Acts might be valid to the Be- 
nefit of the Cominon- Wealth, tho treaſonable to bimſelf. 

But I'm much afraid, that if that People ſhould continue in 
ſuch a Miſtake obſtinately, for the ſpice of two hundred 
Years, and ſhonld receive Commands all that Lime from 
Lords, who had ne Commiſion from the King at. all, 
that would alter the Caſe, and they could no wore be 

reckon'd the Subjects of our Kings, but of theſe Lords 
to whom they yielded their Obedience. And this is the 
_ Caſe with refpit to the Presbyterian Churches, Indeed 
if they had ſubmitted to the Miniſtry of theſe Uſufpers 


for two or three Years only, till they had got their 


Commiſſions better Examined, perhaps Mr. Headty's Shift 
might have taken Place; but fo it is, that they hive 
fabmitted to the Miniſtry of theſe Uſurpers ever ſince 
the Reformation, and have adhered to them molt per- 
tinacioully all that time, notwithitanding the Learned 
Lucubrations and Charitable Advices of ſeveral of the 
Divires of the Church of England; wherefore it is much 
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to be feared, that the validity of their Minifterial! Acts, 
with reſpect to theſ: Rebellious People, has ccaſed up- 
wards of one hundred and tifty Years before this Time. 
We may ſay then, that Mr. HÞadly has ſeit the People 
to Perdition as eff.Rually as he has deſtroyed their 

Miniiters, But there are ſome who are willing te 
do yet more for the Salvation of the Reform'd Churches 
Abroad, they plead Neceſſity on their behalf, fain 
would they have B hops, ſay they, but cannot get them, 
and that will hinder them from going to Ruin with 
the Pregbyrerian Churches in Britain. To this i ſhall 
ſay nothing, being a Pretence too Silly to be feri- 
oully Anſwered, and appears to be advanc d for no other 
End but to deceive the more ignorant among their own 
People at home, granting, what is ſaid here to be true, 
But I'm very hopeful, that even the Pregbyrer:au Mi- 
niſters are not altogether in ſuch bad Circumſtances as 
Mr. Hoadly imagines: For it may be pretended, if it ds 
not offend Mr. Huadly, that the lame Conſiderations he 
makes Uſe of to prove that their Miniſterial Acts are 
valid, with reſpe& to the People, may be made Uſe of 
to prove that they are valid alſo, with reſpect to thoſe 
whom they have Ordained. Let it be ſuppoled then, to 
pleaſe Mr. Hoadly, That Zuinglius, Calvin, Peter Martyr, 
Zenthius, Beza, &c, were Cheats, had no Miniſterial 
Commiſſion, nor Authority from Jeſus Chriſt, Yet not. 
withſtanding ſays Mr. Hoadly, their Minifterial Acts 
might be valid with reſpe& to the People, God might 
approve of the Actions themſelves as they reſpect the 
People, and yet not approve of the Perſon's Pretenſions 
to his Authority; they night have no Authority from 
God on his Part, yet their Actions night be valid as to 
the People, Almighty God not permitting them to ſuffer 
fror the Fault of others, And {ay we, for the {ameReafons 

their Miniſterial Acts might be valid, with reſp:& te 
theſe Ordained by them. God might approve of the Y- 
dinations perform d by theſe Miniſters, as they relpettes 
the Perſons Or dain d, and yet not approve of their pre- 
denſions to a Power to Ordain. Theſe Müniſters might 
Have no Authority from God on their part, and yer thear 
As might be valid as to the Perſons rd ain by 9 
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þ mighty God not permitting them to Suffer for the 
ault of others. Thus as they who were Baptiz,,4 by the ſe 
Presbyter.an /Miniſlers, had as effectual Baptiſm as they 
who were baptized by Epiſcop i Miniſters; in like man, 
ner, they why» were Ordained by them, had as valid 
Ordination as Mr. Hoaily himſelf But it is in a manner 
toit Labour to examine ſuch Notions as theſe, for no 


Perſon thinks them worth the Noticing, 1 muſt iay here, 


that there is a great difſe: ence between Ae. Hoadly 
Diſputing ag. int N Conformity, ad Mr. Hoadly Ree 
ſouing againſt Non Reſiſtance. 


— Quantum mutatus ab ills, 
Hectore qui redijt Spoliji indutus A chilli. 


Some may think here that 1 have misrepreſented the * 
aforeſaid Arguments, in regard that they are not adduced 


by the Epiſcopal Divincs, to prove that Epiſcopal Churches 
or Dioceſes hould conſiit of Multitudes or Hundreds of 


. 
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Coungregatious, but only to prove that Biſhops are by Divine 


Appointment {uperiour to Fre chyters, and that CHiſl ian 


Churches ſhould have fuch G. hp. I Anfwerg 
Perhaps it may be true, that they are advanced to 
prove the Superiority of Hiho over Presbyters. But 


it is as true that they are pfupofed to prove the Divine 


Inititution of Eg R Mops, and how ineffectual they are 


to thai purpoſe, I think, it's now made ſufficiently evi- 


dent. When theie Divines have proven Bijheps to be an 


Order {uperivur to Prebyters by Divine Appointment, 


they have proven what wakes nothing for their Cauſe, 
they have not proven that Ergliſh Biſhops are of Divine 
In:titution, or have any thi.g of Scriptare Warrant, 
Ihe Kcalon, as has been fail, is, That Engliſh Biſhops 


cannot be proven to be of Divine Inititution, but by pro- 


ving that Churches, or Dioceſes, conſiſtingꝑ of Maltitudes 


or hund eds of Congregations, are of Dive tnititurion, 


- 


and that God hath appointed the 5/fp9ps to Govern the 


Churc nes, not in conjunction with the Prebyrers, but by 
a Chanceilor, Sub- Chancellot; and fuch Officials. 

SBiſhops wight be ſuperiour to Yre.bjte#s hy Divirie In- 
ſtitation, ſuperioar to preaching Pr esbyters, and +l 
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thaze particularly, there was then a Byſhop and (:ven or 


at baving Officers in his Church Which be neter congint 
| 4 * # | i 


the Niſbop and all his Presbyters might have but a Church 
or D;eceſe conſiſting of one Congregation only in Charge 
among them all, as the Hiſheps of Rome and Canthage in 
the middle of the third Century. In the Church of Care 


eight Presbyrers, and the Biſbop was ſuperior to the Pres 
byrers, yet that Biſhop, and theſe his Pregbyrers, had à 

urch or Dioceſe. conſiſting but of one Congregation 
under their InſpeRion and Care, as has been made evident, 
I think, to a Demonſtration elicwhere, Tho' then it be 
ſufficiently proven, that Z:ſhoos are ſuperior to preach- 
ing Pre:pyters by Divine authority, Eugliſh Epiſcopacy 


may be totally Ruined notwithſtanding; for however 


they may be made ſuperior to Prezbyrers, they will be 
vite Demoliſhed, if their Epiſcopal Juriſdiction be re- 
ſtricted to Congregationa! Dioceles, 
Wherefore theſe Epiſcopal Divincs, who made it thelr 
Work to prove that H/ hονον are fuperior to Preftere, by 
Divine Right, bave ſpent their Labour in vain, have done 
no Service at all to Fogliſn Epiſcopacy, and have nat 
made it appear that ſoch Biſhopt have any thing of Divine 
Warrant, or Scripture Approbation; only they have 
contributed the beit of their Endeavours to obſcure the 


| 2 . ric 5 the People, and keep np 2 Faction in the 


Church, which has been tbe Cauſe of much Miſer y and 
Trouble, And they who make the State of the Queſtion 
between the Pregbycerians and tlie Pelutiſts to lie in this, 
Whether the Church ſpauld be Governed by Paſtors cin 
in Parity or Impcrity, are either diſiugenious, or Ignge 
rant of this Controverly, 
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El. N The Concluſion. 


OW from what bas been ſaid, it is evident, that 
our Epiſcopal People believe, chat Rilhops baving 


Dioceſſes confilting of many Congregations, axe warrants 


= ed by Scripture, and of Divine Inſtitution, becavſe they 


wil believe it, and will have fuch Bifffovs 1fi the Church, 
becanie they will Navz theo; agd it Ch ig be Ciiptegiet 


IX 
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ed, it cannot be helped, they muſt be excuſed in this 


thing Thy Servant will hence forth offer neither Burnt- 
offering nor Sacrifice unto other Gods, but unto the Lord, 


In this thing the Lord pardon thy Servant, that when \/ 
any, Maſier gorth into the Fleuſe of Bimmon to wor ſip it 
there, and he {eaneth on my Hard, and I bow my ſelf in | 
the - Houſe of Rim mon, when 1 bow down my ſelf in the | 
Honſe of Rimmon, rhe Lord pardon thy Servant in this | : 
thing. | | 

The Epiſcopal People in this Ile are very zealous 1 


what they call Church, they are taught to cry Church, 
Church, as the Jeweſh People, The Temple of the Lord, 
the Tere 6; the Lord; but of they will be at the Pains 
ro examine what has been (aid here, perhaps they will 

Gnd it necdſul to conſider, if their Zeal lor what they 
call Chnrch, be not a Zeal for ſomething under that 
Name, which has no Relation at all to the Church, For, 
pray, what do they underſtand by. Chu? The Eflen- 
tials of Chriſtiauicy, and the great Truths of God, or 
People profeſſing to believe theſe Truths, and walking 
according to rhem ? Nay, by Church they anderſtand | 
no ſuch thing, but Ceremonies and Biſhops, Biſhops ha- 
ving Churches conſiſting of Hundreds of Congregations. 
A very ſtrange fort of a Church! Such a Church as was 
never heard of before in the World : So that their Zeal 
for Church is a Z.cal for Ceremonies, and not for Bi- 
ſhops, but ſuch Biſhops as we have been ſpeaking of, 

Bot bew doth it appear that by Chinch they under- 
and Ceremonies and Piſkops having Churches conſiſt- 


ing of Bands cds of Congrezations? Ir appears very clear- N 
ly. For it 18 known 0 all, that the COMMON Outcry not 


long ago, Was, Ihe Church is in Danger; and it is as 


well known, That tho the Dißenters had carried it, or {| 
ot the upper hand, Church in the Goſpel Senſe would | 
jave been in no Panger at all, in regard that the Difſen= | 
teis adhere to, and maintain what ate called the A ticles 
of Faith, as itifly as they do themtelves, if not more. 
The ooly thing that can be imagined would have been in 
Danger, is che Ceremovies, and ſuch Biſhops as we bave | 
mentioned: Wherefore, the Meaning of aw er in Dan- 5 
ger, comes to this, Ceremonies and Biſnops having ſuch | 
Dioceftzs, aic in Danger. | 80 
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The Zeal then of theſe People for Church, is Zeal ton 
Biſhops and Ceremonies, Bishops which. have vo War: 
rant from Scriptore, and Ceremonies that have as little; 
Ceremonies which are in their own Nature indiierent, 
as is profef&d ; fo that the Wor ſiup of God is nothing, 
þ the better with chem, and hothing worſe of being with- 
| out chem; never a whit the more perfect vit tuen, and 
| never a whit the leſs acceptable wi.tour 175 
| them. Thus Biſhop Sander ſem; If any Serin. m Matt. 
| Man hall wear 2 Surplice, or Xe, or 15. 9. 
| Croſs, with an Opinion of Neceſſity for 


9.” 


Conſcience ſake roar ds God, as if rhoſe Darts of God's 
Service conld not be rightly per/ormed mit H the n, b 
our Church had not appoinced them, doxviicj; the Vie of 
ſuch Ceremonies, by rcaſen of ſuch Opinen, would be 
| ſuperſtitions to bim. Aud Dr. Patrick, . 4 
| Pages „ Friend!, Deb. 
| Biſhop of Ely: Then we da male the 2 
| Ce-emonies part of Divine Worſhip, P 3. 
when we ſuppoſe them to be 45 Neceſſary, thut the doing. 
them would be a Thing pleaſing 19 God, and the omitting 
f them would be a T ing dijpleaſing to hin, aithe there 
were no humane Lam thi; required the doing of them, 10 
whom we may add Mr, Hoadly, who favs (Z#caſe. Con- 
form part 2. p. 193.) Lon caunot produce one ſiugie Her ſuu 
| / tolerable Senie in the whole Land, wie toull antly com- 
municates with te Church of Englaud with h Opinion, 
namely, i hat the Werlhip of God would not be accep- 
table without the /upe radded Formalities, as lig Calis che 
Ceromontes, Wherefore, whereas: the 
 Apoitles, in their Epiſt ie to the Churches Acts 15. 28. 
| 1n,Syria and Clic ia, lay, It ec mea good l 
to the Holy Ghoſt and to us tolaynpor you 0 greater Buy - 
| den thin theſe Needfal things, li the Engl, Convoca: 
tion were Writing to the People concernug ic Cere- 
monies, they wauig be neceſiicated to alter their Ste a 
little after this Manner, Ie /cemet good to ut to lay uben 


yon no greaier Burden than theſe Necatets Things, 


— Se 


And beſides, tho' the Diſſenters embrace the great 
Truths of the Goſpel, and belicve all the Ariicles of 
the Chriftian Faith, and want nothing that can be pre- 
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tended to belong to a Church, except the Ceremoniesg 
an that fort of Biſh pe we have been ſpeaking of; yet 
theſe People appropriite the Glorious Name of the Church 
of Hygland to themielves and will not allow the Diſſenter, 
to be reckoned Members thereof: And this is plainly 
ro Vilipend the Everlaſting Goſpel, to conteum and de- 
ſpiſe the great Truths of. Cliriti, and the Word of Life, 
And this is evident, becaule the plain Language it peaks 
is this, That People“ embracing the Goſpel, believing, 
the Truths of Chriſt, and walking ſurcably, is totally 
ineffectual towards making them a Church, with ut 
Cereihonies and Biſhops having ſuch Dioceſſes as we have 
been ſpeaking of And if - repuring.. the Golpel to he 
Lame, or ineffectaal ro Salvation, aud the making Pea- 
lea Church without the help of humane laventions, 
e not to equalize theie Inventions. With the Goel, aud 
to make them as nee: Mary, and conſequently to de ſpiſe it, 
J do not yet kaow whit to call by that Name. Ani tow 
fir contemning and de ſpiſing the Word of Lite, aud 
ofſpel of Jeſus Cbriſt may go towards the depriving of 
People of the Advantages and Benefits to be expected 
thereby, is what deſervesto be ſzrivully confidercd, But 
this! 8 with reſpect to the more ignorant, bigot and 
fierce People of the Church of Fn:lard;, 2s to theſe of 
them that are Intelligent and Sober, when they caft 
tbemſelves the Church of Exgla id, they do not an 
that the Diſfenters are out of the Church, or Alleus 
| from the Comm mawcalth of ral, bat Inlu that they 
ave the Church of England Eftabliſhed by Law, which 
the Diſſenters are not. . 
cannot leave This withont wondring at, fha'l ay, 
the perverſeneſs and gracelcis Dip ſition, or the ſhame- 
fal 1gnorance of theſe W O prztend to Unchurch ſo ma- 
ny Natiens and Churches, to; watit, not of Biſhops. bat 
Biſhops having Churches conſiſting of * Congrega- 
tions, which have no Foundation in iHuly Scriptu e, as 


we have ſeen. Tho? it be ot the firit time that the 
People of God have been Unchurch'd by Self-Seekers for 
_ wdhering to the Scripture, and refuſing to ſubmit to 
 Huminc Inventions. This is a Leſſon learn'd from the 
Papiſts, who Unchur ch all who will not ſabject mw 
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 felves tp the Biſhop of Name; but ſcarce any thing can 
be thought on that is more contemprible than the pre- 
| tences, whether of the Doctors or Diſciples, as to this 
Bulinc!s. TY | 
Theſe Sycophants, and fiery Zealots ſay, that we are 

out of the Chuich, becauſe we want Biſhops; for they 
pretend that dur Nitmiters or paſtors are not Biſhops, 
Bat things are now fet in ſuch aclcar Light, that they 
dare not ſay, that our paſtors are not Bithops, becauſe 
their Churches are not like theſe in Exgland or dv not 
conſiſt of many Cungregations, or more than One, The 
ableſt Defenders of ihe prelatical Cauie, are forced to 
cConfeſs, that it is no ways inconfiitent with the Nature of 
the Epiſcopal! Office, that a Biſhop have one Congte- 
gation only for his Dioceſe, nay, peak of them as ti- 
diculous, who think oiherwite, When M Clarion had 
ſaid, Hereby it appears with what i. gment [ome among 
ut will naue name to be trnt Churches that wart Billeps 
having Diocejjes conſiſt ng of many Congregations, Dr. 
Maurice anſwers, It i, neither wile no friendly to charge 
Man with abſurd Op:1n0ns, of wh ch neither they, nor 
perhaps any other were ever gu:iry. Maat W rwe's, what 
Eoidencs ot this Matter 2 What Bo o Conde faton 
ever betraped ſo great Weaknejs ) 1 never yer heard of any 
Man who made ut Efſentialto à H ſhop to 

have many Congregations undtr li (43 (5) Def Dio» 
Let eur Epiſcopal People in Sc lama whi Ep. p 446. 
ſmile 11 we ipeak of a tiſkop that hes but 
one Congregation tor his Dioceſe, wherefore they ara 
a People that betray great Weakneſs, and waitatrn ab- 
ſurd Opinions, eccording to this Datto:, and great 
Pillar of the Church of Englans, but why they arc 
not the Presbyterian Minilters Biſhops ? Becauſe, ſay they, 
they have not. Biſhops Commiſtion., or want Epilco 
pal Ordination Not to ſay any tlung at this tie of 
the Childithrefs, or rather unmtelligit e Nonſence of 
tbis Pretence, (perhaps I way, take it into Conſideration 
at another C ccalion) l am afraid there is nothing in 16 
but Dillinulaction, and deceitfal Dealing, For. 
I Congregational Epiſcopacy is Lawtul, and if there 
de av Quartet at all againtt che Preabyterians for their 
e e 


| - i © © 
| having a Biſhop in every Pariſh, fo that the only thing 
wanting, is, That the Presbyterian Miniſters have not 
Epiſcopa! Ordination, whence comes that furious Zeal 
for the Reſtoration of that fort of. Epiſcopacy which 
was taken away at the Revolution, ot for the Reſtoration 
of Biſhops that have Dioceſſes confiſting of many Congre- 
garions ? tow comes it that nothing can fatisfie but Dic- 
celles fo large, that fourteen of them exhauſt the whole 
Kingdom? How comes it that to give B ſhops Commiſſions 
to all the Presbyterian or Diſſenting Miniſters, is what 
never enters into the Thoughts of the parry which pre- 
tends to be fo Z:alous for Epilcopacy ? Is it not notort- 
oully known, that if the presbyterian Miniſters in Scot+ 
{and fhould ſubmit to receive Impoſition of Hands, or 
Biſhops Commiſſions from the Biſſiop of Canterbury, and 
two or three of his Collegues, that would not ſatisſi e in 
the it, and wou'd be derided as a Mack Reſtoration of | 
Epiſcop«cy in this Kingdom? It is evident then, that this | 
pretence of che Want of Eprſcopal Ordination, is nothing 
ut a Shain te keep vp the Faction, and to gull the lgno- 
rant, Stupid, and Unthinking, of careleſs and ancon- 
cerned People, when they find themſclves fairly beat from 
All pretences to Scripture and Antiquity, 
But tho it be thus pretended, that no Epiſcopal Man 
denies the presbyterian Miniſters to be Biſhops, becauſe 
their Dioceſſes conſiſt of no more Congregations than i 
ane, yet this is a pretence, which they muſt not, and | 
dar not part with, as any Perſon may caſily perceive. 
For at the Reformation, 6 Exg!lifh Biſhops were Or- 
dained by Popith Biſhops, who had Dioceſſes conſiſting 
of wavy Cangregations; in like manner, the firſt pres- \ 
bytcrian Miritters in Scotland after the Reformation, re | 
ceived their O; dination from Popiſh Biſhops who had | 
Dioceſics conſiſling of many Congregations, or from | 
perſons who were Ordained by ſuch Biſhops. And it 1 
it be demanded why the Proteſtant Z2/iſh Biſhops at ! 
ihe Reformation were Biſhops, and the presbyterian | 
Miniſters in S:# land at the Reformatiin were not Bi- 
_ thops? they have nothing to ſay but this, namely, The | 
Presbyterian Miniſters in Scotland at the Reformation © 
(though they bed Epiſcopal Ordination) were not Bi - 
op, 
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ſhops, becauſe they were only Paſtors of Pariſhes 3 Th 
is, becauſe their Dioceſes did not conſiſt of many Con- 
greeations. Thus when they are forced by dint of Argu- 
ment to confeſs, that the presbyterian Miniſters might 
be Biſhops, though they have no other than Congrega- 
tions! Dioceſſes, they muſt deny them to be Biſhops 
meerly becaule they want Epilcepat Ordination 2 Aud 
when they find it cannot be deried the Presbyterian 
Miniſters have Epiſcopal Ordination, again they muſt 
deny that they are Biſhops meerly upon the Account that 
they have not Dioceſſes conſiſting of many Congregations, 
Aud to conclude, they know vot what to ſay, but will 
fill affirm boldly, that the presbyterian Miniſters are 
not Biſhops, and will ever be Zcalous for the Reſtors- 
tion of Epiſcopal Government in Scotland, tho' they 
have no ſuch thing as Epiſcopal Government in the 
Church of England; for there the Epiſcopal power of 
Government, and that which was reckon d the Epilcopal 
power of Government in ancient Times, is ledged in the 

Chancellors, Sub Chancellors, Cr. 
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J Ape 12.1. 23. read fifth, p. 18.1. 34. r. une. p. 28, 
| 1. 12. r. Hypetytoſes. p. 30.1. 35: r. m, and l. 36. 
r. pt5r yo paaTwy. p. 32. l. 30. r. Aer uns. p. 3 3. J. 28 
and 39. for their or thir r. theſe, and whenever this ward 
«xcurs, let it be corrected. p. 35 1:21, r. paucity. p. 38. 
1. 41. add ie after devolve, p. 39. l. G. r. Epiſcopacy. p. 41 · 
1. 25. r. at Epheſus. p. 42.1.5. r. we give. p. 45. . 9 
r. Conceſſion, p. 47. l. 15. dele granting what is {aid here 
to ke true. p. 7. I. 25. r. Lancbitth, 


A Dp DEN PDA. 


nge 16.1.8, add © And ſas be, I my ſelf have preached 
P 4782 Congr egation, fuppoſed by underſtanding 85 
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e 
ſons in it, to beifix Thonſand, and all to have heard , 
and as many more might have heard the next Day, a 
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ſo twenty Thovwfend might make a Church, when Vi- 


© cinity-maketh them otherwife capable + And in Tudea, 
© we find that Men ſpezking to Armies, yea, the Ene- 


than can do with us; (whether Voices or Air did make 


* the Difference | know not) and if the forenamed p. 


te riſhes that have but one ordinary Meeting-place, have 
4 30000, or 49099, or 50590 souls in them, we may 
* a wong thele new Converts there were not fo many 
* Negtecters of the Aſſemblies, yet the paſſing Strangers 
„might be many, &c. Bat. on Epiſcop. part 1. p- 130, 
Paz. 37. 1. 11. a, To prevent Miſtakes, when we 
fay thar the particular Churches are Independent, & c. 
we do not conſider them as in actual Confederacy, or 
te Meaning is, that any one particular Church 15 in- 
dependent on auy other particular Church. The Charcj: 
of FJeraſalem was independent on the Church of Ansioch, 
ar:d the Church of Antioch independent on that of E- 
pheſus, Epheſus on Smyrna, &. Cyprian fays, Neque enim 
Fquiſquam neſtrum Epiſcopum ſe Epiſcoporum con ſtitmit, 
&c. Yet they had their Synods in his time, on which 
every particular Biſhop was dependent, Thus the ex- 
cellent Author of the Exrgairy into the Conſtit. Di/cipl. 
Unity and Werſhip of the Primitive Church, p. 190, ſays, 
Thus every Church mas in this Senſe independent, that 
is, without the Concuricuce ard Authority of any other 
Chuch; it bad à ſufficient Right and Power in it (df 
to puniſh and chaſtiſe all its delinquent and iſfending Mem: 
' bers: But yet in anther Senſe it mas dependent, as con- 
 fidered with other Churches, as part of the Charch Uni» 
verſal, &c . And the famous Mr. Baxter fays, That theſe 


particular Charches, with their Biſhop aud Presbytery, are 


independent; fo far, that no other B:ſhop or Church hath 
a Divine Right to govern them, That as ito Communion 


of ſeveral Churches among themſelves, theſe particular 
Churches are not i nde pi ndent, but muſt held Concord and 
Correſpondency by Leiters, Meſſengers or Syrods, a there 


Hul be Cauſe, bee, Bext, os Epilc. pact 2, P. 34 


* conj*Qare at the Caſe of Feraſalem hereby; for tho“ 
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monies, and 2s derent 2 God intended it to be, to what 
purpoſe are they impoled ? Seeing the Worſhip of G 
is as perfect. 


ren 
Setiog the public Worſhip is beilec without the Cert: ? 


ent and acceptable without the Ceremo- 


nics as with them, why ſhouid there be Contentions for 
things which are confeſſed to be of no | 


{1 
C 
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But it appears that 


le ? Says jodicions Mr. Tonz, (a) Eſpe - (a) Def.of Mt. Ad. 
cially fiace the Ceremonies are alte- Vs br:of Enguery, 
gether uſcleſe, and have no tendency c. p. J. 
to promote that which is good, this | 
much ſtrengthens the Prejudice. They have done 2 great 
dea“ of harm, and they can do no good by the Conſeſſion 
of the Impoſers; and we cannot imagine why they tbould 
be retaived, fince they are neither good in themſe lvcs, 
nor have a natural Fitneis to promote the common Good. 
Were there any Mefulneſs in them, we would not reject 
them meeriy becauſe they have been abus d, but finee 
by their own Acknowledgment the Warlinp of Gad is 
not at all the better performed for chem, we cannot bar 
judge ir {rrationai to retain them. A wile Man will de 
nothing deliberately in his commor; Converſation bar 
what he can give fore Account cui bon, do what End 
he does it. And really it is ſomewbat 2 hard Caſe that 
we are in, if we uſe theſe Ceremonies, and know vefore- 
hand our Duties are never the better for them; Conſci- 
ence aud Reafon tell us, we are guilty of rrifling in A 
Matter of the greateſt Solemmty: And if we uſe them 
with an Opinzon that the 3 of God is better per- 
formed with them thay otherwiſe, theic own Bulbops 
and Doctors tell us, we are guilty of Superſtition and 
Will- Worſhip, And ſays he a liitle before, We thus ar 
gue, if it were indecent ta omit theſe Ceremories, it 
wauld be difpleaſing to God, who has commanded that 
all things be done decently ; but we fee the Defenders 
of Ceremonies, when they are put to it, bave no Way te 
defend chemſelyes from the Guilt of Superſtition, and of 
inſtituging new Parts of Divine Workbio, but by decla- 
ring that chele things are in their own Nature purely 
trivial, and uſing of them would not be at all plea- 
ſing to God, nor the Omiſſiom diſplealing, were they 
not commanded and enjoyn'd by Humane Laws, that 
is to ſay, the, Worſhip of God is not at all the more 
decent for them, nor the leſs decent without them. 
theke of the Epiſcopal Perſwalion in Scor - 
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Land, who arè lr the Cerethonies; Ar eee 
*WoHlip of God is mended, or made ſome way better by / 
them, more perfect, mort decent, or more acceptable; for | 

they uſe them tho they are not'enjoyncd by any Humanc 
Law, and not only ſo, but break the publick and eftabliſh'd ; 
Order for the Uſe of them. Hence it is evident, that they 4 
think that the Wor ih ip of God is better with the Ceremo- 1 
nies than without them: And couſequentiy theſe People | 
make the Ceremonies à part of Divine War ſhip, according | 
to the late Revereiis and Learned Biſhop Patriot; are Su: 
per ſtitious according to Eiſhop Sanderſon, and according 
to Mr. Vlcadly, are not Perſons of tolerable Senſe, More- 4 
"over, if theit Principles agree with their Practice; if they '1 
ate perſwaded that the Worliip of God is better wit! 
the Ceremonies than witbout them; that it is more perfect, | 
more decent, or more acceptable to the Almighty, they | 
muſt of a Neceflity ſuppoſe that jeſus Chrift knew not , 
what was decent in that Caſe, and moſt acceptable to God; 
för if Chriſt bad thought that the Ceremonies would | 
have rendered the Worſhip of God*either inore decent or | 
more acceptable to him, dcubriefs he would not have fail d f 
to appoint or inſtitutc them 5, and they muſt ſuppoſe, | 
| that'tho' Chriſt inſtituted a pure Goſpel- Worſinp, yet : 
the Honour of perfecting it, and of rendering it more N 
Accent and acceptable, was reſerved to Antichriſt, & c. | 
And I'm of Opinion that it will be worth the Pains of theſe | 
Dealers in Ceremonies to conſider what the vaiily Learned 9 
= and judicious Biſhop Stillingfleert ſaid, with reſpect to this | 
| '  Partictlar, Grd will one Day, ſays he, convince Men tht © 
the Uni of the Church lies more in the Unity of Faith) 
dd Aﬀetlion, than iu the Unifirmity of doabtful Rites | 


and Ceremonies, ren, p. 121, If focha Perſon as Biſhop | 
Srillingfirer reckoned the Ute of the Ceremonies doubtful, 1 
it may be thought, that they who not only can uſe them 
in Compliance With Humane Laws, but make them their | 
Ohoice, and prefer them to the Simplicity of the Goſpel- | 
Wofflip inſtituted by Chriſt, have hot Conſciences vver- | 
fcrupulous, and appear not to be fo migdful as they thovld 1 
©f the Apoſtolital Precept, Hor entf your Salvation" wit | 
Fear and Trembling, If the Ceremonics do no good at all, 
as the moſt Learned Defenders of them in England give 
bot; and if but one Man in the whote World,” of 3ungp 
Se. lin fleets Parts and Judgment, jadge the Uſe of them 
Doubtful; let "Rational and Conſcieittions Nen conſider, if 
to reject them be not tde ſafer Way 


8 +» 


(57) 


Pag. 44. I. 4. add, J know that Mr. Zaxrer had ſome 
peculiar Notions about general or unhx'd Officers; but 
if theſe Notions of his mititate againſt Scorri/þ, they mi- 
litate as mach againſt Engl, Ordinations, nay, a- 

| 2 all Ordioations in the Church of Chri# ſince the 

Drath of the Apoſtle Fobn ;, for after him there was no 
q general Officer in the Church, And if any who may 
| be of Mr, Buxter's Opinion, will take upon them to 
* fay, That Clement, Ignatius, Polygarp, Cornelius and Cy. 
1  prian, &c. or the biſhops of the Church in the three firſt 

f Centuries, had not the Power of Ordination; or that 
they who were Ordained hy them, were vor regularly 
Orcained, in my Opinion they will be found to main- 
tain fooliſh Abſurdities and Singularities, contrary to the 
j Sentiments of all Chriſtuns. This plain Argument may 
j be conſidered, 

[ Clement, Ignatius, Polycarp, Cornelius and Cypreay, 
f &c, had the Power of Ordination in the Opinion of all 
1 Ciriftians. _ 
[ Bur the Presbyterjan Miniſters in Scotland and England 
| are ſuch Biſhops as Clement, Ignatitu, Cornelis, Cyprian, 
| & according to Mr. Baxter. | | 
\ Therefore the Presbyterian Miniſters in Scotland and 
1 England have the Power of Ordination, and they who 
| are Ordained by them, are regularly Ordained. 
4 They who fancy that there is any Irregutarity in the 
Ordinations p:rferm'd by the Presbyterian Miniſters, muit 
ö build upon this Sappoſition, That no Man can be a 
Chriſtian Biſhop unleis he has more Congregations than 
one in his Diocele or Church, and this is ro build upon a 
j g. oundleſs and a falſe Suppolition; and J am ry Br 
[ iwaded. that Mr, Baxter was difficulted in the Buſineſs 
| of Ordination, becauſe he did not thorowly conſider the 
Conſequences from his own Principles, Dr, Owen and 
| Mr. Clarkſon underſtood this Buſineſs better by far. 
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Pag. 29. Between line 25 2nd 20, 


SECT. 7. The Churches of Antioch, Corinth, Lay 
. dicea, Cc. were Congregational, The reſt of the Places © 
belonging to the Fifth Claſi corſidertd; and theſe mich 
belong to the Sixth. ee fa "10 
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